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Editorial 


Last month a number of events took place that remind 
us that crimes against humanity is one of the most cru- 
cial unresolved issues of our age. The arbitrary nature in 
which justice is carried out often leaves the victims and 


their families facing years of anguish, furious that killers 


and torturers roam free. 

Numerous atrocities have taken place during the con- 
flicts following the break-up of the former Federal 
Republic of Yugoslavia, though many killers have yet to 
face a courtroom. January, however, saw Croatian war 
criminals tried and convicted and a wanted Serb war 
criminal, Zeljko “Arkan” Raznatovic, shot dead by an 
unknown assailant. 


A furore broke out over whether the former Chilean | 
dictator, General Augusto Pinochet, was fit to stand trial 


in Spain when Home Secretary Jack Straw said he was 
“minded” to release him. The medical report on which 
Straw based his decision has come in for severe criticism 
from human rights groups. The Medical Foundation for 
the Care of Victims of Torture noted that its own expert 
reports on behalf of refugees are open to scrutiny in 
court, unlike Pinochet’s medical report. 

The lack of international cooperation in dealing with 
people who have committed crimes against humanity is 
deeply shocking. Many Nazi war criminals evaded jus- 
tice because some country gave them safe haven. 

The case of the alleged Latvian Nazi war criminal, 
Konrad Kalejs, highlights the problem. He could have 
been tried in any of the countries in which he has settled 
over the years, yet this has not happened. The Latvian 
prosecution service is not even seeking his extradition, 
on the grounds that he has renounced his Latvian citi- 
zenship — a damning indictment of what the Baltic state 
has become since the break-up of the Soviet Union. His 
return to Australia is an insult to the many Holocaust 
survivors who live there; so many Nazis settled in that 
country that a number of survivors have run into their 
tormentors on the street. 

With so much talk in recent years about an “interna- 
tional community” the time is long overdue, as human 
rights groups argue, for an international court to be 
established to deal with crimes against humanity. 

In London David Irving's libel case against Deborah 
_ Lipstadt and Penguin books has aroused much publici- 
ty. Irving maintains that he is not a “Holocaust denier” 
but questions the number of Jewish dead and whether 
extermination was carried out systematically. This case 
_ could nail the lie once and for all that there is any doubt 
_ about the extermination of six million Jews in Europe. 
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Irving in 


by Kate Taylor 


“Mr Irving is not an hist 


at all, but a falsifier of his 


To put it bluntly, he isa li 
Mr Irving is nowadays 
a Holocaust denier.” 





David Irving on the first day of the most emotive 

libel case ever to be heard in a British court. The 
High Court in London has provided the stage for what 
Irving himself has labelled, “the trial of the century”. And 
no doubt the ramifications of the case will be huge, 
whatever the outcome. 

At stake are more than just the individual reputations 
of the plaintiff and the defendants. Win or lose, Irving 
will remain a martyr for the far right. If he loses not only 
will he be financially ruined but, as he continually puts 
it, his “legitimacy as an historian” will be permanently 
tarnished. But if he succeeds in winning the case he has 
brought against Deborah Lipstadt and Penguin Books, 
the consequences are unthinkable. 

The trial may hinge on the meaning of specific pas- 
sages in Lipstadt’s book, Denying the Holocaust. But the 
trial goes beyond that. To refute the claim that he is a 
“Holocaust denier”, Irving must in essence “prove” that 
the Holocaust, as a systematic masterplan to extermi- 


[Te is how Richard Rampton QC characterised 


gen 
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nate millions of Jews, did not happen. In particular he 
must defend his claim that no gas chambers were used 
at Auschwitz. 

Such is the complexity of the case that it is being heard 
without a jury. Irving, by defending himself, has built the 
trial up to serve as the platform for a performance wor- 
thy of hero status among those who wish to cast a cloak 
of martyrdom around him. He may claim to be protect- 
ing his right to free speech and academic freedom. But 
in so doing,Irving stands before the court revealed in his 
true colours. 

Arriving unaccompanied on the first day of the trial, 
Irving cut a burly yet lonely figure, but seemed to be rev- 
elling in the moment. It is clear that he views the trial 
partly as a means of gaining publicity. At one point he 
had to be told by the judge that “this exercise is not 
entirely for the press”. 

As he proceeded with his opening speech, Irving dis- 
played his proficiency at public speaking. The image he 
put across was of a pensive academic who spoke with 
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confidence, if not a little arrogance. With no lack of 
melodrama, Irving recited his words with a bullet speed 
precision, and occasionally, when taken over by the 
moving nature of what he was saying, banging the table 
and thumping on his chest for dramatic effect. 

Despite his attempts to convey the appearance of a 
serious but wronged academic, his opening speech 
revealed a man driven by conspiracy theories. 
Ultimately, the basis of his libel claim comes down to the 
role of the Jews themselves in precipitating antisemitism 
and no doubt this will play a pivotal role in the trial. As 
Irving admitted, “The Jewish community, their fame and 
fortunes, play a central role in these proceedings”. 

The speech was littered with references to what Irving 
calls “an international conspiracy” to destroy his legiti- 
macy as an historian. What is clear is that Irving views 
this conspiracy as predominantly Jewish. 

Antisemitism, he said, “is both the most odious and 
the most overworked of epithets. Almost invariably it is 
wielded by members or representatives of that commu- 
nity to denigrate those outside their community in 
whom they find disfavour ... It does not seem to matter 
that the same community who thus labels him or her 
has conducted against him an international campaign 
of the most questionable character in an attempt to 
destroy his legitimacy ... If he defends himself against 
these attacks, he is sooner or later bound to be described 
as antisemitic.” 

Even in the 1960s and 1970s, Irving became “vaguely 
aware of forces gathering to oppose me’, he told the 
court. It became gradually evident to him that, “I was the 
target of a hidden international attempt to exclude me 
... [But] it did not affect my attitude towards the Jews ... 
I merely made a mental note that I had to be on the look- 
out for trouble.” 

But his attitude has indeed been affected, as the court 
heard. When asked by the judge if he blamed the Jews for 
their own position under the Third Reich, Irving replied, 
“Antisemitism is a recurring malaise in society ... There 
must be a reason why antisemitism keeps breaking out 
over the course of history. ‘The question is not who 
pulled the trigger but why they pulled the trigger’.” 
Unwittingly, perhaps, Irving has provided further evi- 
dence for the defence case that he has attempted to 
exonerate Hitler from the systematic atrocities carried 
out in Nazi Germany. The blame is shifted to the shoul- 
ders of the Jews themselves. 

Irving's main bone of contention with Lipstadt’s book 
is that it labels him a “Holocaust denier”. In his opening 
statement Irving said, “It is a poison to which there is vir- 
tually no antidote ... It is like being called a wife beater 
or a paedophile ... It is a verbal Yellow Star.” It is doubt- 
ful that the Jews who fell victim to the Nazi regime would 
agree. 

Definitions are set to play a heavy role in the proceed- 
ings. The case rests not least on the definition of the 
Holocaust itself. Irving refuses to use the word, seeing it 
as vague, imprecise, and unscientific. He also denies that 
what happened under the Third Reich was in any way 
systematic. 

There is a marked disparity between Irving’s early 
works, in which he accepts that the Holocaust did take 
place, and his later books where all traces of the word are 
removed, the court heard. His attempts at rewriting the 
past are nowhere more profound than in his book 
Hitler's War. The 1977 edition clearly accepts that the 
Holocaust, in the publicly perceived sense of the word, 
did occur, but claims that Hitler had little part to play in 
it. Yet following his first meeting with Fred Leuchter, the 
architect of American methods of execution and a “sci- 
entific” Holocaust denier, in 1988, Irving revised his 
views to such an extent that in the 1991 edition all traces 
of the Holocaust are gone: “You won't find the Holocaust 
mentioned in one line, not even a footnote, why should 
[you]? If something didn’t happen, then you don't even 
dignify it with a footnote.” 


Irving objects virulently to the charge of deliberately 
manipulating key documents. In particular, he has made 
heavy use of one document to prove that Hitler did not 
order the Final Solution. The words “Jew transport from 
Berlin. No liquidation” that were telephoned by 
Himmler in 1941 came from Hitler himself in Irving’s 
view. The words were inflated, as the defence alleges, to 
apply to all Jews, when in fact they referred only to that 
particular trainload of Jews. 

Much of the case will be concerned with the intrica- 
cies of the German language. The defence will attempt 
to prove that Irving wilfully manipulated his under- 
standing of German, which is very good, to match his 
own agenda. 

Perhaps one of Irving’s most astounding claims is that 
the eradication of large numbers of Jews in gas cham- 
bers at Auschwitz was a “logistical impossibility” — “the 
gas chamber shown to the tourists at Auschwitz was 
indeed built by the Polish communists three years after 
the war was over”. 

The court also heard that Irving has addressed many 
far-right groups. They include the National Alliance in 
the US, perhaps the most dangerous neo-nazi organisa- 
tion in existence; the British National Party in Britain; 
and the Germany People’s Union (DVU) in Germany. He 
also testified at the trial of Ernst Ziindel, a particularly 
vicious Holocaust denier of whom Irving told the court, 
“in the eyes of the law he is still blameless”. Irving 
referred to these links as “guilt by association’ rather 
than evidence of far-right leanings. 

But statements that came to light in court may be 
indicative of Irving’s stance towards Jews and the 
Holocaust: “I don’t see any reason to be tasteful about 
Auschwitz. It’s baloney, it’s a legend ... I say quite taste- 
lessly, in fact, that more women died on the back seat of 
Edward Kennedy's car at Chappaquiddick than ever died 
in a gas chamber at Auschwitz. Oh you think that’s taste- 
less, how about this? ... I’m going to form an Association 
of Auschwitz survivors, survivors of the Holocaust and 
other liars, or the A.S.S.H.O.L.S.” 

Irving has been banned from no fewer than five coun- 
tries, including Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and 
Germany. On the third day in court it emerged that the 
German authorities had requested Irving’s extradition to 
answer charges of inciting racial hatred. This charge 
goes back to 1990 when he denied that there were gas 
chambers in Auschwitz, a statement that is illegal in 
Germany. 

By defending himself, Irving may be digging his own 
grave. The energy needed to conduct such a massive 
legal endeavour seemed to be taking its toll as holes 
began to show. Irving looked drained and tired as he 
stood in the witness box, and as mistakes began to be 
made, he admitted to the court that he had had less than 
six hours’ sleep in the first four days of the trial. Both the 
judge and defence showed concern that he is obviously 
‘not up to speed” with the tremendous multitude of 
documents involved. 

Irving may be a competent orator, but the same can- 
not be said for his legal skills. The cross examination 
went round in frustrating circles as Irving avoided 
answering any of Rampton’s questions in a concrete 
manner. Pedantic and ambiguous over every utterance 
and word, Irving took the proceedings to the point of 
tedium. With the trial set to last up to 12 weeks, Irving 
was already showing signs of faltering both physically 
and mentally. 

Irving considers that if one was to seek a title for the 
trial it would be called “pictures at an execution, my exe- 
cution’. If this is how it ends up, he may have no one to 
blame but himself. If he loses, this particular revisionist 
may have to revise his career. But in a case where hege- 
mony over history is at stake, a more important task is at 
hand. As memories of the Holocaust begin to fade, it is 
this history that we will have to defend with more drive 
than ever before. 
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Whitewashing the past 


HE HOLOCAUST stands as the most significant 

event in living memory. But very soon, there will be 

few who can give testimony to the atrocities that 
were carried out in the name of Nazism. As memories 
fade, the task of those who wish to hijack history is made 
much easier. Alongside the resurgence of neo-nazism in 
Europe is a growing number who claim that the 
Holocaust did not happen. Holocaust denial takes many 
forms but its roots can be found in the age-old myth of 
an international Jewish conspiracy. For far-right groups 
that hold antisemitism at the core of their world view, 
Holocaust denial is a crucial tool. 

As we enter the new century, we leave behind us the 
events that marked the last. With the passing of time, 
collective memories of the Holocaust are increasingly 
weakened. But a political swing to the right and the 
growth of far-right groups in much of Europe have left us 
facing a new threat. For there is no tool more powerful to 
those who wish alter the past than fading memories. 

Holocaust denial is not new. But for the latest wave of 
neo-nazi groups that are rearing their ugly head, it has 
become a necessary political weapon. The far right in 
both Britain and mainland Europe has attempted to 


throw a cloak of respectability around its shoulders. But 
the neo-nazi label has always brought with it images of 
the horror and barbarity that was carried out in its name. 
The biggest obstacle in the way of political credibility for 
these groups is the imagery of the Holocaust. With the 
recent electoral success of Jorg Haider's Freedom Party 
in Austria, the far right appears to be seeking a mod- 
ernised, clean image. In order to distance themselves 
from the nazi label, or to revive neo-nazism while 
removing its most unsavoury aspect, many groups are 
finding it necessary not to explain the Holocaust, but to 
explain it away. 

As the late Ulster born David McCalden, founder of 
the Institute for Historical Review (IHR), an American 
pseudo academic organisation the primary aim of which 
is to deny the Holocaust, said: “If we can take the 
Holocaust propaganda and put it away, then there will 
be an open, frank, and free discussion on ethnic matters 
... If we can show that it didn’t happen as they said it did, 
the Israelis won't have an excuse for depriving the 
Palestinians of their civil rights.” 

There is a distinction made between Holocaust 
deniers, who refute the Holocaust outright, and 
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Holocaust revisionists, who question certain aspects of 
it. But what Deborah Lipstadt illustrates so clearly in her 
book, Denying The Holocaust, is that most revisionism in 
relation to the Holocaust is tantamount to denial. To 
revise, for instance, the accepted view that there were 
gas chambers at Auschwitz, or to claim that the numbers 
that died were a vast exaggeration, is no less reprehensi- 
ble than denial itself. 

Holocaust denial does not take a single form. There 
are those who claim the Holocaust did not happen 
because there was no single, systematic “master plan” 
for the extermination of the Jews. David Irving has tried 
to show in his book, Hitler's War, that Adolf Hitler had lit- 
tle knowledge of the Final Solution, and thus the 
Holocaust was in no way systematic. 

Acommon theme in denial literature is refutation that 
gas chambers were used as a means of mass extermina- 
tion. The most notorious proponent of this thesis is Fred 
Leuchter. Leuchter is a self-styled “scientific” expert on 
the gas chambers who concluded after carrying out 
“tests”, that they could not possibly have been used for 
killing millions of Jews. Despite the fact that Leuchter 
has no professional qualifications, Irving has claimed he 
was converted to the view that there were no gas cham- 
bers at Auschwitz after meeting Leuchter in 1988. 

There are also those who try to minimise the number 
of deaths that resulted from the Holocaust and relativise 
it, to pernicious effect. Attempting to downplay the sys- 
tematic nature of the Holocaust, the propenents of this 
view argue that all wars produce casualties and, com- 
pared for instance to Stalinism or “Jewish bolshevism’, 
the Holocaust was in no way unique. 

Those who attempted to deny the obvious and unam- 
biguous started to appear as soon as the war had ended. 
One of the most important early revisionists was Paul 
Rassinier, a French historian. In his book entitled The 
Drama of the European Jews, he attempted to minimise 
the numbers killed, and his writings were infused with a 
deep antisemitism. 

But it was not until the early 1970s that revisionism as 
a political tool really took off. Perhaps the most notable 
example can be found in the work of Richard Verrall, a 
leading member of the National Front and author of the 
booklet Did Six Million Really Die? This was the begin- 
ning of a proliferation of material attempting to chal- 
lenge the Holocaust as an historical fact. 

The British National Party, now headed by Nick 
Griffin, has always been held together by antisemitism. 
This is nowhere illustrated more clearly than in Griffin's 
own booklet, Who are the Mindbenders?, in which he 
subscribes to the view of a Jewish conspiracy. But Griffin 
has also attempted to deny the Holocaust, in an attempt 
to distance his party’s ideology from images of mass 
extermination. In one issue of his publication, The Rune, 
Griffin launches a vicious attack on Irving for playing the 
“numbers game”. Using the sickening description the 
“Holohoax”, he writes: “I am well aware that the ortho- 
dox opinion is that six million Jews were gassed and cre- 
mated ... Orthodox opinion also once held that the earth 
is flat... | have reached the conclusion that the ‘extermi- 
nation’ tale is a mixture of Allied wartime propaganda, 
extremely profitable lie, and latter witch hysteria.” 

Griffin sees the Holocaust as a lie propagated by Jews 
to make money: “As your Hollywood friend is fond of 
remarking, ‘there’s no business like Shoah business’.” 

For these antisemitic rants, Griffin received a two year 
suspended jail sentence for inciting racial hatred. 

Fascists have endlessly talked about “The Jewish 
Problem’. The myth of a Jewish conspiracy goes back 
centuries. The idea really took hold in the twentieth cen- 
tury was through the mass distribution of the notorious 
forgery, The Protocols of the Elders of Zion in the 1920s 
and 1930s. Printed by the antisemitic tsarist regime in 
Russia, the book purports to be the minutes of a meeting 
of leading Jews across the world in which they plan glob- 
al domination. The book was widely distributed in the 


Nazi era. The historian Norman Cohn labelled it a “war- 
rant for genocide”. 

The theme that the Jews are in some way to blame for 
their own predicament has fed much Holocaust denial 
literature. Robert Faurisson, a former professor of litera- 
ture, is the main propagator of Holocaust denial in 
France. He continues this idea of a Jewish conspiracy to 
account for the “myth” of the Holocaust: “The alleged 
Hitlerian gas chambers and the alleged genocide of the 
Jews form one and the same historical lie, which permit- 
ted a gigantic financial swindle whose chief beneficiar- 
ies have been the state of Israel and international 
Zionism, and whose main victims have been the 
German people and the Palestinian people as a whole.” 
Through this theme antisemitism and anti-Zionism 
converge. 

But this argument also contains the seeds of its own 
destruction. For at the heart of most denial literature is 
an inescapable paradox. On one level, deniers appear to 
justify the Holocaust by referring to the behaviour of 
Jews themselves. Yet at the same time they claim it never 
happened. They offer an excuse for antisemitism and 
genocide, while not conceding that it was a reality. 
Holocaust denial is part of the long line of historical lit- 
erature that props up the myth of a Jewish conspiracy. 
Rich or poor, communist or capitalist, religious or non- 
religious, the Jews have been vilified. Holocaust denial 
leaves intact the stereotype of the deceitful, dishonest, 
powerful Jew. And no doubt this is why it is so important 
to the antisemitic far right. 

As Griffin wrote in Spearhead: “Some ‘anti-Semitism’ 
may be provoked by the actions of certain Jews them- 
selves, and thereby have a rational basis”. Yet he too fails 
to recognise the Holocaust as a reality. The headline on a 
leaflet distributed by the BNP entitled Holocaust News, 
screams: “‘Holocaust’ Story an Evil Hoax”. Jean Marie Le 
Pen, leader of the Front National in France, has also 
espoused Holocaust denial concepts, particularly the 
work of Faurisson. 

Academic trends may lend legitimacy to the argu- 
ments used by Holocaust deniers. As the assault on his- 
tory, reason and rationality began to permeate academia 
under the name of postmodernism, it became reason- 
able to question anything. When, in 1991, the French 
postmodernist Jean Baudrillard wrote an essay entitled 
“The Gulf War did not happen’, using arguments very 
similar to those propagated by Holocaust deniers, the 
floodgates opened for similar works questioning the 
unquestionable. The challenge to rationality and grand 
narratives heralded a new kind of irrationality whereby 
anything is possible, even the impossible. 

More and more, Holocaust denial is becoming aca- 
demic. When those claiming to be serious academics, 
such as Irving, attempt to give mainstream legitimacy to 
such destructive ideologies, we cannot ignore the threat. 
The more academic the denial is in appearance, the 
more dangerous the rhetoric becomes. This assault on 
history is evident in a speech Irving made in Portland, 
Oregon: “It [the Holocaust] is something like a religion ... 
The intellectual adventure is that we are reversing this 
entire trend within the space of one generation that in a 
few years time, no one will believe that particular legend 
anymore.” 

Of course there will always be those, such as the neo- 
nazi White Aryan Resistance in America, who proclaim: 
“The truth is if ONLY one Jew was gassed, then that 
indeed would be the great tragedy”. But for those on the 
far right who seek political success through the electoral 
system, questioning the past is the greatest tactic for 
revival in the future. 

The importance of the Holocaust is the lesson it holds 
for the whole of humanity. But if we allow deniers to 
weaken memory, then similarly, they will also weaken 
history. When the far right use the ideas of Holocaust 
denial, they are not trying to rewrite history, they are try- 
ing to annihilate it. 
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BNP media 
man Stuart 
Russell 


Below right: 
Irresponsible 
journalists 
give BNP free 
publicity 


Doctor Who? 





Who, was best known for regenerating 

himself every few series with a new face. Our 
own search for the truth about another doctor in 
the British National Party has been almost as 
intriguing. 

Searchlight has been uncovering the duplicitous 
role played by Britain’s nazis and fascists for 
many decades. Sometimes it has been during 
election periods when they have broken electoral 
law with impunity using false names and 
addresses. On other occasions we have 
uncovered their moles inside the post office 
stealing or opening targeted mail. In many cases 
our role has been to reveal those who have 
financed the extreme right or have tried to play a 
role in nazi counter intelligence. 

In recent years attempts to perpetrate hoaxes 
against the media and public have moved on from 
being a rather hit and miss exercise and have 
become more sophisticated. 

As Nick Griffin’s power in the BNP grew, finally 
leading to his takeover of the leadership, some 
new faceless men and women have turned up 
playing a part in the party’s disinformation 
schemes that are sometimes coupled with thinly 
veiled threats. 

In 1998 Searchlight and The Guardian published 
material obtained from one of our moles, Matthew 
Collins. In the course of the articles reference 
was made to the fact that he was working on a 
book. This was clearly enough to cause panic on 
the far right. 

The response from the BNP was almost instant. 
The Guardian reporter had made a minor error, 
stating that Collins had been a member of the 
BNP rather than an activist with the party when it 
inflicted terrible violence on a peaceful meeting 
in south London in 1989. The BNP wrote to The 
Guardian, to point out that he had never been a 
member, and went on to claim that a reliable 
source in the National Front had said he had no 


Te BBC’S famous children’s character, Dr 


real connection there either. This was obvious 
nonsense as Collins had run an NF branch and 
worked as a full-time employee at the NF’s 
headquarters. The “reliable source” in the NF was 
none other than Terry Blackham, convicted thug 
and failed gun runner - so much for the BNP’s 
attempts at presenting a clean image. 

Then Searchlight was contacted by a number of 
book sellers and distributors who had received 
letters from the BNP Media Monitoring Unit 
informing them that they were being watched and 
that if they sold or distributed Matthew Collins’s 
book they would be dealt with by the BNP’s 
lawyers. The letter was signed “Phill Edwards”. 
Who was this, we wondered, surely it was not the 
street fighting thug from Combat 18? We soon 
realised that the name was merely a flag of 
convenience. 

Letters purporting to come from the BNP Media 
Monitoring Unit started to pop up all over the 
country with up to six or seven different names 
attached to them. 

Michael Newland, who has been the on-off 
press officer for the BNP in recent years, would 
certainly know who was behind these false 
names, but this time he remained tight-lipped. 

Searchlight moles inside the BNP then began to 
pick up stories that the man behind the Media 
Monitoring Unit was a middle-aged professional 
man with a strong German connection. 

The man addressed the BNP 1998 annual rally, 
but for some unknown reason the party decided 
not to release a video of the event. This meant we 
had to rely on our sources inside the gathering to 
describe him: a middle-aged man with a slight 
Midlands accent and an overload of self 
confidence. 

By now we had a name, Dr Stuart Russell, and it 
appeared he had been wheeled into the job by 
Griffin. Extensive enquiries in Germany revealed a 
British Dr Stuart Russell living in Germany, who 
has written numerous books and tracts and 
researched television programmes on SS Reich 
Fuhrer Himmler’s castle, Wewelsburg. 

It soon became clear that the two men were not 
the same person, although the loud hints by 
certain people in the BNP about their Dr Russell’s 
German connection appeared designed to 
persuade people that he was the other one, with 
his important track record with the old SS Volk. 

As the leadership fight between the Tyndall and 
Griffin camps became more heated, some BNP 
activists suggested that the Monitoring Unit was 
behind stories being circulated anonymously to 
the media about the business problems of some 
of Griffin’s allies, including one senior activist’s 
alleged bankruptcy. One story could have harmed 
Tyndall more than Griffin, as the person named in 
it could have had grounds to pursue the former 
BNP leader through the courts. 
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So why was Griffin promoting this man so 
rapidly? After being caught out by The Cook 
Report early last year, Griffin must have been 
very much on his guard against people turning up 
and being placed in key positions without proper 
positive vetting. Surely Griffin would not have 
fallen for the German connection story, because 
it would have taken just a single phone call to 
establish that the other Dr Russell was in 
Germany, while this one could have been sitting in 
Griffin’s front room. 

In fact Russell was not new to the BNP but had 
been a concealed supporter for several years. A 
Searchlight reporter finally tracked Russell down 
to a house called New Dawn in the village of 
Aslockton in Nottinghamshire, where he used to 
run a piano business before moving into the 
entertainment industry. We telephoned him there 
to ask him about his work for the BNP and its 
Media Monitoring Unit, and why he chose to hide 
behind a cover name. 

At first he was evasive, claimed to have no 
connection with the BNP and its Monitoring Unit, 
and did not know who Phill Edwards was. We told 
him we would publish his denial but warned him 
that we had a photograph of him and 
eyewitnesses who had seen him at the 1998 BNP 
annual rally. He asked where our information 
came from to which we replied that he appeared 
to have upset a number of his fellow BNP 
members, who decided to take their complaint 
outside the organisation to us. 

Later that day he called the Searchlight office 
and asked to talk to our reporter again. This time 
he admitted he was in fact a former Conservative 
who had joined the BNP in 1992 or 1993. He 
confirmed he did indeed run the Media Monitoring 
Unit and had used the name Phill Edwards. He 
claimed the unit’s purpose to respond to press 
lies about the BNP. 

We put it to him that the BNP was a criminal 
organisation in which people with serious 
convictions held positions of authority. He said he 
had attended Griffin’s trial to lend him support 
and did not consider this a criminal case. The trial 
ended with Griffin getting a two-year suspended 
sentence for his race hate activities. Russell 
contended that these activities did not constitute 
crimes, but did not seem to have an answer when 
the serious criminal convictions of Colin Smith 
and Tony Lecomber were pointed out to him. He 
considered them to be a bunch of nice people. 

He wanted our reporter to write down all his 
qualifications, including his MSc, PhD and 
membership of a Society of Chemists. He claimed 
he was neither a bigot nor a racist. By this time 
our reporter was thoroughly bored with him and 
did not even bother to ask him why he made anti- 
Jewish comments. We assumed he probably had a 
degree in lying as well 
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Trial and Retribution 
by Nick Lowles 


THE BRITISH National Party is all in a tizz. It seems that the leadership 
Hie) a iara(e (cre: clerejtte jets! cei te e-le<(s gale ies elseleliery ee)itus(euloye citrate 
it being taken by the Metropolitan Police. While some seem keen to 
confront the police as a matter of principle, others are less convinced, 
believing that the organisation is on a hiding to nothing. 

The BNP has been served with a High Court injunction by the Met 
io) Coyntereaitels, col oieuleluiaieyeloya succes outeelom (a-lilaersteye(altce eal 
similar leaflet issued by the police which urges people to report hate 
Coatastcry coy dale selen ih ccjecle)itjersel @ejenveelsterengcst(ciay Opelince 

As reported in last month's Searchlight, the BNP leaflet originally 
used and misrepresented the Metropolitan Police logo and claimed 
by silo cere ubeecitcy et-lis ouatentey eloyelecoeyele-(eeaellellore-licejastentoreliaucruicay 
unit. There's no-one to put white victims in touch with. We ignore the 
white victims of Racist Crime. London's top cops couldnt care less.” 

The new BNP leader, Nick Griffin, is enthusiastic over the prospect of 
a legal confrontation with the police. As reported last month, Griffin 
Evovecojtravecroruer-leite(om@sinianuulineoyelceciaitelcrecki ciliata irnoneels 
European Court of Human Rights if necessary, and will print and 
distribute a further 500,000 copies of the leaflet the moment the 
injunction fails.” 

As many as 100,000 leaflets of the offending leaflets were printed. 

Griffin is receiving legal assistance from Adrian Davies, a lawyer who 
is better known to Searchlight readers for his leading role in the far- 
right Conservative quarterly, Right Now, and as an organiser for the 
secretive Bloomsbury Forum. 

His eagerness to take on the police's legal team is no doubt bolstered 
Honigd aves teCoraitot-teyaveweloyerw ololmoyniselaetsmalolelyomiemiyvorlolemelcuinyscwm Betclarctarel 
any other assets appear to be held in his wife's name. Another 
defendant named in the legal action, Tony Lecomber, also does not 
own his house. 

The same cannot be said of the third person named, BNP press 
officer Michael Newland. It seems that he does own his Kentish Town 
home and this could be at risk if the BNP’s defence is unsuccessful. 
Perhaps unsurprisingly, Newland is less keen to see the matter go to 
court, and is pushing Griffin and Lecomber to accept an out-of-court 
settlement with the police. 

According to John Tyndall, writing in January’s Spearhead, the Met is 
seeking £16,000 damages. However this is likely to be just the amount 
the police would accept in an out-of-court settlement. If the BNP 
continues with the case, the final bill could be several times this sum, 
especially if the BNP ends up having to pay the Met's legal costs. 

For Tyndall, this case is further evidence of Griffin's inability to lead 
the party. Privately he is telling colleagues that Griffin’s actions are 
further evidence that he is working for the State. After just three 
months in office, Griffin is already bringing financial ruin on the party, 
he claims. 

One BNP organiser rather uncharitably told Searchlight that in the 
NifedeVaroy iid ercy orcuunyccy(eCcrytucy Coyre(6(0) 0) eo) (cai(<) more) heCorcltcvelerereloyicsinc-tal 
appropriate slogan for Griffin to use on internal BNP literature would 
be: “Nick Griffin — spending your money’. 

While Tyndall finds Griffin's current legal difficulties quite amusing, 
he is less pleased with what he perceives as an ongoing campaign 
against him. In recent issues of British Nationalist, edited by Lecomber, 
Griffin's leadership manifesto is being touted to non-members. 

It seems that the impending legal action is having its effect on the 
party itself. Members across the country seem increasingly frustrated 
iulee) dete eve ecoyucloruny lava Mellics dates cloesjoji darieesulsssekycje-licelo)eleyelay 
seems to be to rebuild the party's infrastructure, there is widespread 
disquiet that opportunities are being missed. 

The long-trumpeted new BNP magazine, Identity, has so far failed to 
emerge, although the Southwest BNP promised it would be out in 
September. One wonders whether its delay has anything to do with the 
virtual collapse of the BNP in this region over recent months. 

BNP members are also alarmed by the failure of the party to publish 
the January issue of British Nationalist. Whether Lecomber is still 
suffering from a Millennium hangover, or has simply become so 
fo creverese|e)icrel iultel cols: oevaniay veelel-saeliera (creel cleeloye darcue levy tavl(cel ce) 
put the issue together, remains to be seen. But BNP activists need not 
worry themselves too much. Searchlight can announce plans for a 
major BNP rally on 29 April, to be held in the West Midlands. 
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Right exodus 
from the Tories? 


by Sam King 


A new bulletin from the far-right Western Goals has recently 
arrived in the Searchlight mailbag. Proclaimed on its masthead as a 
Political Briefing and Campaign Paper for Conservatives, the four- 
page newsletter seems anything but that, as it calls for people to 
leave the Conservative Party. 

Western Goals was formed in the mid-1980s by Andrew Smith, 
Paul Masson and Stuart Northolt, as the British section of the 
Western Goals Foundation, a right-wing campaigning group based 
in the United States. Its activists were largely drawn from the hard 
right wing of the Federation of Conservatives and the more 
extreme elements of the Conservative pressure group, the Monday 
Club. 

Within a few years it was being headed by the convicted fraudster 
Gregory Lauder-Frost, Richard Bowden and Stuart Millson. In 1991 
these men brought Jean-Marie Le Pen, leader of the French EN, to 
London for a dinner hosted by Western Goals. Another activist was 
Peter Gibbs. 

The group disappeared from view when Lauder-Frost was 
imprisoned for swindling an NHS Trust of £140,000. At the same 
time Bowden and Millson went off to found the Revolutionary 
Conservative Caucus (RCC), which itself caused a stir when it 
managed to secure a motion to the Conservative Party conference 
calling for John Major’s resignation. 

Today, Northolt and Gibbs are contributors to far right magazine 
Right Now!, while Bowden has found new pastures in the 
Bloomsbury Forum, a group of right-wing pseudo-intellectuals 
who are increasingly playing political footsie with the British 
National Party. 

The new bulletin’s editorial continues the drift of Bloomsbury 
Forum and Right Now! in distancing itself from the Hague-led 
Conservative Party. Entitled “The ‘Conservative’ Party”, it claims the 
party has “abandoned all notion of British greatness; failed to assist 
or protect our industries, railway freight business, fishing fleets, 
merchant marine and armed forces. They have tolerated feminism 
and the dissolution of the family unit as much as any left-wing 
party could wish for, even embracing homosexuality as normal...” 

In the early 1990s, WG activists, like those of the RCC and later 
Right Now!, thought the Conservative Party was heading for a split. 
By involving themselves in the party, they hoped to influence, if not 
direct, a new nationalist grouping. Although Right Now! succeeded 
in attracting some support, the split never occurred, leaving most 
of these activitists increasingly disillusioned. 

“Traditional Tories have been expelled from the Party for being 
‘extreme’, and other pressure-groups such as ours have been 
derided as ‘far-right’ etc., by the Party hierachy which sees us all as 
a threat to their ever increasing liberalism. Libertarians and 
liberals dominate the Conservative Party and its agenda. 

“We at Western Goals had hoped that the catastrophic defeat at 
the last General Election would have shaken the Conservative Party 
to its roots. Alas, that is not so. Such is the hold of the left. All true 
conservatives must now realise that as we approach the end of the 
century the party which once represented them no longer does. A 
vote for the Tories is simply a wasted vote. 

“The time has come for a new, truly conservative party.” 

Whether the authors of this editorial concur with the 
increasingly vociferous voices inside the Bloomsbury Forum who 
see the nazi BNP as this new party remains to be seen. 





in brief 


Leeds players arrested 


As Searchlight goes to press, two Leeds United foot- 
ballers have been arrested and questioned by West 
Yorkshire police over an incident relating to a vicious 
attack on a young Asian man outside a night club in 
Leeds City Centre. 

Lee Bowyer and Jonathan Woodgate were bailed with- 
out charge pending further investigation. Police said an 
argument between a group of white and Asian men took 
place outside the Majestyk nightclub. The five Asians 
were chased along Mill Hill when one fell over and was 
kicked and punched by the pursuing white youths. 

One eyewitness described the attack as barbaric. “I 
think they would have killed him if we hadn't called the 
police,” said Simon Cook. “I thought he was dead when 
I went to him. It was sickening.” 


Punk band plays for nazis 


Punk band Peter and the Test-Tube Babies inadvertent- 
ly played at a concert organised by the British 
Movement before Christmas. The gig, held in 
Nottingham on 4 December, was a Sex Pistols tribute 
concert. Also playing was Condemned 84. 

It appears that the bands were unaware that the event 
was organised by the local British Movement organiser, 
Benny Bullman, as a fundraiser for the nazi organisa- 
tion. Although the BM provided the security, there were 
few signs that it was a nazi-organised gig. By the time 
Peter and the Test-Tube Babies realised, they were too 
afraid to confront the organisers. 

It is ironic that nazis should invite this band to play, 
considering the lead singer’s outspoken attacks on 
Blood and Honour’s founder, Ian Stuart Donaldson. 

It seems that the BM was hoping punk gigs would 
become a regular event in Nottingham. 


Action put on hold 


The Commission for Racial Equality (CRE) announced 
last month that it is putting a threatened formal inquiry 
into claims of race discrimination in the Crown 
Prosecution Service on hold, pending the outcome of an 
independent inquiry to be headed by a leading black 
academic lawyer. 

In December, the CPS asked Sylvia Denman, a former 
member of the Race Relations Board, a predecessor of 
the CRE, to investigate allegations that ethnic minority 
lawyers were passed over for promotion. 

David Calvert-Smith, Director of Public Prosecutions, 
said: “We are determined to create a working environ- 
ment that is fair to all and free from discrimination, 
harassment, victimisation and bullying”. 

The inquiry is due to report in April. 


Correction 


The article, “Driven by racism” on page 14 of the January 
2000 Searchlight contained an error. The article should 
have read “many were incensed at a leaflet distributed by 
Jeff Harrison (known as Harry), the Dagenham South 
Estate convenor of the AEEU”. 
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Pinochet case still sets precedent 


by Steve Silver 


AS THIS issue of Searchlight goes to press a jet plane has 
left Chile, bound for RAF Brize Norton, intending to 
whisk General Pinochet away from justice and back into 
a country where he is immune from prosecution reports 
Steve Silver. 

Human rights activists are furious with the Home 
Secretary, Jack Straw, after his office issued a statement 
saying that a medical examination had been carried 
out on Pinochet on 5 January which showed him to be 
unfit for trial. The statement read, “The Secretary of 
State is minded, subject to any representations that he 
might receive, to take the view that no purpose would 
be served by continuing the present extradition 
proceedings.” 

Pinochet was asked by the Home Office to agree that 
the medical report should be made available to other 
countries that have outstanding extradition requests, 
but he refused. In addition to Spain which made the 
first extradition request during Pinochet's visit to 
Britain in 1998, there are also outstanding requests in 
France, Belgium and Switzerland. 

Amnesty International, The Redress Trust, The 
Medical Foundation for the Care of Victims of Torture 
and the Association of Relatives of the Disappeared 
have been pressing Mr Straw to make the medical 
report publicly available and have condemned the 
process as flawed. 

Helen Bamber, director of the Medical Foundation, 
said, “To allow General Pinochet home now, without 
giving all interested parties the chance to examine the 
evidence, and conduct new tests, would be to fly in the 
face of natural justice, and make a mockery of the con- 





LAST MONTH’S bitterly cold weather did not 
prevent friends, former pupils and comrades from 
his time as an International Brigade volunteer and 
his Second World War Army service coming 
together to pay tribute to Fred Thomas, who died 
at the grand old age of 88. 

Leading the mourners was his wife and comrade 
of more than 40 years, Sadie. She too had been 
touched by the Spanish Civil War, having lost her 
young brother there. When in recent years they 
were able to return to Spain, it brought back 
terrible, yet proud memories for both of them. 

In his book, Tilting at Windmills, the only day-by- 
day diary of the war in Spain kept by an 
International Brigade volunteer in the English 
language, Fred depicted the true valour of those 


tinued suffering of the thousands of people tortured 
and bereaved by his regime.” 

A spokeswoman for the Relatives of the Disappeared 
told Searchlight, “If Pinochet is sent back to Chile then 
he will not be tried because the country does not have a 
full democracy. Authoritarian enclaves exist which will 
ensure that he will not face a trial. The amnesty law and 
constitution mean that it will not happen.” Asked about 
claims that Pinochet may be tried in Chile, the spokes- 
woman said, “We would need a complete transition to 
democracy in the country first, which does not appear 
to be imminent. The right have been empowered by 
Pinochet’s potential release and the wealthy Pinochet 
Foundation have declared that they will make every 
effort to stop him being tried. We feel that our best hope 
for justice will be finished if he is released, we believed 
that the international judicial system would help us. 
However, we will never stop campaigning for justice, 
whatever happens.” 

Whether or not Pinochet stands trial in Spain, or else- 
where, his detention in Britain signifies an important 
precedent in terms of international law. This is the first 
time that the United Nations Convention Against 
Torture has been used against a former head of state. 

Leading human rights lawyer Geoffrey Bindman said, 
“Tt would be unfortunate if Pinochet was returned to 
Chile without a proper judicial decision that he is 
irrecoverably unfit for trial. However, whatever happens 
to Pinochet international human rights law has been 
strengthened by his arrest and the court decisions that 
have been made in Britain as a result of the Spanish 
extradition request.” 


who fought and the many who died in the first 
major struggle against fascism. Twice wounded, 
Fred came home and joined the Army to fight 
Hitler, rising to the rank of major. 

In 1945 he gave up his trade as a cabinet maker 
to become one of the really great school teachers 
that one now sees all too rarely. 

Searchlight’s publisher, Gerry Gable, one of 
Fred’s former pupils, was privileged to be among 
those who addressed the overflowing 
congregation. 

Fred’s coffin was draped in the Brigade’s banner 
with its list of battle proudly displayed on it. He 
was laid to rest to the strains of the British 
Battalion’s battle hymn, Jarama. 

Salud, Fred 
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lan Anderson 
heads the NF 
Remembrance 
Sunday parade 
at the 
Centotaph in 
1989 





OMETIME IN 1990, Ian Anderson stole defeat from 
the mouth of victory. Martin Webster’s former 
understudy had worked his way up the less than 

heady rungs of fascism to become the leader of the 

National Front, the largest and most professional of the 

far-right groups at the time. Having successfully retained 

the name National Front against the competing claim of 

a younger and more radical grouping led by Nick Griffin 

in 1986, Anderson, together with others with fewer revo- 

lutionary protestations, achieved an outward sense of 
professionalism not seen even during the NF’s heyday in 
the 1970s. 

Along with Martin Wingfield, a convicted race-hating 
criminal, Steve Brady, and the occasional accountant 
Tom Acton, Anderson secured the approval of the NF 
folk-hero Joe Pearce in the battle of the factions. 
Dropping the name Flag Group in favour of leading the 
NF proper, Anderson took his band of followers and sur- 
vivors to the NF’s 1990 annual general meeting in 
London buoyed by a large influx of capital and a deci- 
sion to ratify the NF’s intention to stand 50 candidates at 
the 1992 general election, guaranteeing the first election 


broadcast for the NF since 1983. 

But 1990 also saw the British National Party chewing 
on the NF’s jackboot. The NF was able to maintain cred- 
ibility through its regular and far more readable publica- 
tions, The Flag and Vanguard, and the high standing in 
its organisation of such illustrious thugs as John Hill, 
Brady, Mark Cotterill, Eddie Whicker and Terry 
Blackham. But the popularity of the BNP led by former 
NF leader John Tyndall, was rising rapidly on the back of 
some quite extraordinary publicity coups, including 
“Rights for Whites’, a former NF slogan. 

Members of the Front began to call for the NF to adopt 
a higher profile, particularly in the capital where the NF 
was losing ground. After a series of spectacular failures 
at the ballot box, including being beaten by their rival 
Patrick Harrington in Vauxhall and by Miss Whiplash in 
Eastbourne, Anderson finished 1990 preaching to his 
uncomfortable followers that the BNP television phe- 
nomenon was to be short-lived and that he was going to 
lead the NF for the long haul, while the BNP would 
founder once its novelty wore off. This being the case, 
Anderson persuaded the NF’s ruling body to ratify a 
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motion banning joint membership with other far-right 
groups, including the BNP The motion was passed 
“uncomfortably” some recall, with no votes against and 
only Cotterill and Steve Martin abstaining. 

Although he won endorsement as chairman for a third 
consecutive year, Anderson was not popular. Both 
Andrew Brons, a political lecturer and NF chair from 
1980 to 1984, and Joe Pearce had been sounded out ear- 
lier that year as possible replacements. Both were popu- 
lar choices and many believed that Anderson would not 
have the confidence to stand against either of them. 
That same year, Anderson and Wingfield had registered 
the name National Front Printers Ltd to protect their 
position within the organisation, giving weight to con- 
cerns about the financial mismanagement. 

Despite some quite disastrous setbacks for the NF in 
1990, there was still some confidence among local 
branch activists in their own abilities inside an organisa- 
tion that allowed greater autonomy than any of its rivals. 
Nothing though could prepare the party for the 
appalling turnout at the annual Remembrance Parade to 
the Cenotaph. Confident of getting 1,000 marchers, 
Anderson issued a press release to that effect. On the 
day, only 100 marched and they were harangued by BNP 
members who had recently learned that it was the NF 
that had been responsible for the change in venue of 
their recent annual rally, after Matthew Collins and 
Anderson had hung around London hotels looking to 
cancel any bookings by the “Chesterton Society”. 

The year 1991 began dreadfully when Searchlight pub- 
lished a series of embarrassing exposés on the Front. The 
BNP continued to grow unabated, and began pushing 
south of the river Thames. On several occasions the BNP 
chased the NF out of Bermondsey, as the two sides 
began campaigning in the seat held by Liberal Democrat 
MP Simon Hughes. With Searchlight continually refer- 
ring to Anderson as “lacklustre”, the NF all but gave up 
campaigning in London, seeing the BNP as a bigger 
enemy than the left. 

Part of Anderson's strategy was an attempt to ingrati- 
ate the NF with the Tory right. Derek Turner and Adrian 
Davies of Right Now! fame were courted as possibilities 
for introducing the NF into these circles. In contrast, 
Brady and Acton courted the same people as a way for 
themselves to leave the NF and join the Tory right. Acton 
was the first to leave, relinquishing his control of 
Vanguard to Brady whom Anderson had manoeuvred 
into the deputy chairmanship in a move to placate those 
in the party who may have been tempted to join Acton. 

Acton then went ahead and involved himself in 
Western Goals, which was keen on forging links with the 
French Front National, something that Anderson too 
had hoped to achieve. Sensing imminent disaster within 
the Front and having only recently turned down over- 
tures to edit the BNP paper British Nationalist, Brady 
played a waiting game with the editorship of Vanguard. 
Brady had previously been regarded as the NF’s most 
ferocious racist and antisemite, but Vanguard adopted a 
traditional right-wing demeanour and toned down 
some of its previously virulent antisemitism, becoming 
more of a talking shop on English ethnicity. 

A series of circulars issued by the BNP to NF branches 
and a lack of street activity further curtailed the NF’s 
confidence in 1991. Prominent activists began to absent 
themselves. The popular, though notorious, fighting bin 
man, Eddie Whicker, began to straddle the BNP NF and 
UDA in breach of Anderson's edict. Anderson’s South 
West organiser and nemesis, Mark Cotterill, then quit 
the party, issuing a circular damning Anderson’s leader- 
ship. As Anderson began to scent large scale dissent, he 
also lost Wingfield, who took early retirement, and the 
entire north London NF led by Paul and Bob Nash, long 
considered party loyalists. Still pushing his green nation- 
alism, Anderson began placing his followers in country 
towns for recruitment drives where they could avoid 
confrontation with both the left and the BNP. 





The autumn edition of Vanguard signalled Brady’s 
intentions towards the Tory right. Already in talks with 
members of the evolving Revolutionary Conservative 
Caucus about forming a new organisation, Brady adopt- 
ed the policies of Le Pen’s FN and Western Goals, 
denouncing nazism and ultra-nationalism. Brady 
described the Hitler worship that some in the NF and 
BNP engaged in as a “necrophiliac cult of the deranged”. 
This was an attack not so much on Anderson, who was 
anything but ultra-nationalist, but more on party mem- 
bers, who in the past had looked to Brady to challenge 
Anderson. It brought to bear on Anderson the reality 
that Brady was capable of turning himself to the Tory 
right’s way of thinking not vice versa. Anderson and the 
NF would have to remain on the extreme outer fringes 
and, for the second time in his career, Brady was joining 
a populist camp of thought. 

The NF finished 1991 with an annual general meeting 
of only 60 members being gatecrashed by the BNP and 
brought to an early conclusion through lack of interest. 
Brady joined Acton at the December dinner held by 
Western Goals in honour of a visit by Le Pen. Anderson 
was not invited. 

In over 20 years as an NF member, employee and 
occasional leader, Ian Anderson took the NF through its 
most turbulent period when it faced extinction on a 
number of occasions. But he was never popular with the 
members of its directorate. His peers on the far right 
always considered that he did not hold the credentials to 
lead effectively a party that has had at least three major 
cosmetic changes to policy and ideology since its incep- 
tion. Unable to find a willing replacement for Anderson, 
members moved into the BNP or the further fringes of 
the right. Anderson led a decimated National Front to 
the elections in 1992 with only 18 candidates out of a 
promised 50. 

Having attempted and failed to ingratiate himself and 
his new NF with the burgeoning Tory right, Anderson 
turned the remainder of his party into a spokesbody for 
small businesspeople, with little interest or success. This 
failure and the imprisonment of his leading thug, 
Blackham, in 1994, while Combat 18 was menacing 
nationalists, led Anderson to push the remnants of the 
NF into changing the name of the organisation. A series 
of candidates appeared in local elections propounding 
the new NF policies and strategies, but standing under 
the guise of the previously unheard of National 
Democrats as well as under the NF banner. Members of 
the party who became uncomfortable with the sudden 
changes pointed to the fact that NF candidates did not 
receive the full support of the party apparatus, and sec- 
ondly, and most tellingly, NF candidates were not stand- 
ing on traditional NF policies. 

The change to the National Democrats appeared to go 
on the back burner until after the Dublin football riot of 
1995. Although the NF received little blame as an organ- 
isation for the actions of the hooligans that night, 
Anderson used press lines on “National Front thugs” to 
support his case against retaining the name he had 
sworn to protect and uphold some ten years earlier. As a 
result, the party split almost precisely down the middle. 
The biggest benefactor was the BNP in the north and 
midlands. A small group surrounding John McAuley and 
the newly released Blackham continued under the name 
National Front, but were dealt a huge blow when The 
Cook Report revealed that the party’s Midlands organis- 
er was plotting to deliver the National Front name to 
Nick Griffin as soon as he was made leader of the BNP. 

The National Democrats no longer call for repatria- 
tion and Anderson gives quotes over the phone to jour- 
nalists using the name Ian Smith. He still prints and sells 
patriotic memorabilia and puts himself forward as a 
spokesman for the small business elite. This would 
explain why his business phone and the party phone are 
both answered by him at his print shop in Barking, 
Essex. 


13 Searchlight February 2000 


\ 


‘i 
‘ 


Ah 


“h 
A 
ao 


ren 

ce 

\ a 
ANN 

IN 


A 
ANN 


ae 


wt 
A 
a 


WN 


At 


\\ 
XN 





en two Time Out journalists visited the veter- 
W: fascist Rosine de Bounevialle at her manor 
house style home in the New Forest, 
Hampshire, in the mid 1980s, they reported that it was a 
bit like stepping into the pages of Great Expectations. 

De Bounevialle, who died on Christmas Day, used the 
extensive cellars at Forest House, Liss, to house the A K 
Chesterton archives, on which willing visiting disciples 
worked. 

The lady of the house, already old, was polite and 
charming and brushed aside the journalists’ questions 
about the use of the building and its grounds, well 
screened from outside attention by trees, by an increas- 
ing number of people with terrorist and extremist far- 
right connections. 

She was not out of the same mould as these people, 
rather she was a Catholic traditionalist, more interested 
in people's souls than their politics. She had been a close 
associate of Arthur Keith Chesterton since the 1950s, 
when he formed the League of Empire Loyalists (LEL), 
one of the forerunners to the National Front. She had 
moved to Liss in 1938 and during the war years worked 
at the Admiralty. After the war she became an air hostess. 
Her entry into politics had been via the Young 
Conservatives, but she moved into the LEL soon after its 
formation. By the time she stood for the East Hampshire 
parliamentary seat in 1964 she had achieved notoriety as 
one of a group of mainly women LEL activists who dis- 
rupted Parliament and stormed the platform at 
Conservative Party conferences. Some of these activities 
had put her in the courts. 

She was still one of Chesterton’s most trusted confi- 
dantes when he become the first leader of the NF in 
January 1967, looking after his interests at home while 
he paid his long winter visits to southern Africa to sup- 
port the apartheid regime in South Africa and the illegal 
Tan Smith regime in Rhodesia. 

During the NF years and his battles with hardline 
pagan nazis, including John Tyndall, who later took over 
the NF leadership, she helped Chesterton continue pub- 
lication on a fairly regular basis of Candour, originally 
the magazine of the LEL. Its combination of traditional 
Jew-baiting and support for white southern Africa kept 
together the Colonel Blimps, the ultra-Catholic priests 
and, as time went by, a younger group of people who 
came to use Candour as a contact point for quasi-para- 
military adventures and her home as a training base. 

When Chesterton died in 1974, de Bounevialle 
become the keeper of the flame. Chesterton had been a 
great wheeler dealer and to some extent a clever con 
man who convinced wealthy right-wingers to support 
him throughout his LEL days and his time as the boss of 
the NE In the early 1980s she became the target for all 
types of political leeches who made use of her growing 
isolation from reality to take over her home and its 
grounds for their operations. 

Martin Webster, the one-time NF national activities 
organiser, viewed with growing concern the takeover of 
the NF in the early 1980s by the convicted Italian terror- 
ist Roberto Fiore and his disciples, Nick Griffin, Derek 
Holland and Patrick Harrington. Webster bitterly com- 
plained about their use of Forest House for political 
training. 

Suggestions that it was also used for terrorist-type 
activities were never confirmed beyond doubt. But 
attempts to photograph any of their interesting gather- 
ings there were stopped by well organised security 
teams. 

Viking Youth, the British section of the German-based 
nazi youth group, used Forest House for its activities 
even after its leader was convicted in the late 1970s of 
possession of two firearms. And a nazi youth “camping” 
group, run by an activist from the extremist British 
Movement, who also had a major involvement with 
firearms and scouting, used Candour as its contact 
point. 
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It was de Bounevialle’s continuing generosity towards 
what was to become the International Third Position 
that made her such an important player on the British 
far right. Some time before her death, she placed Forest 
House in a trust, of which she, Fiore and Colin Todd, a 
convicted thug who had become her drinking compan- 
ion, were the trustees. In recent years a core team of ITP 
members from here and abroad, the make-up of which 
varies, have been living and carrying out political activi- 
ties there. 

With her death it appears that the ITP inherits the 
property absolutely and already internal arguments 
have emerged, with one group wishing to sell the place 
for a substantial sum and others wishing to retain it as 
an important training facility. 

The future of Candour is in serious doubt as de 
Bounevialle was the main driving force behind its 
appearance a few times a year in order to keep 
Chesterton's memory alive in the fascist movement. 

As the Time Out journalists, Miranda Ingram and 
Andrew Tyler, sat talking to the Miss Havisham-like fig- 
ure, surrounded by the fading grandeur of a once splen- 
did house and drinking tea from her finest china, they 
experienced her perverse honesty. She told Ms Ingram 
that although she blamed the Jews for all the nation’s ills, 
she did not hate them. They had the opportunity of sur- 
vival and redemption if only they would embrace the 
true faith and give up their own evil religion. 

It is no surprise that political and religious lunatics, 
such as Holland, spoke of the bloody Inquisition, which 
tore apart Europe and Spain's Latin American empire for 
three centuries, as a great institution that needed to be 
restored. Much of his madness was learnt at the feet of 
the ree uml lady of Forest House. 





CANDOUR 


The British 


Views - Letter 


against the menace of international 





Volume 72. Numbers 2 & 3. 


initial days, tb 
intervals 


Rutland Could Be 
Right! = 


by Rosine de Bounevialle peor 
the 


ar 





So the Tories could find but one taker in their search 
for “true blue" Party candidates in all 20 of the wards in 
Rutland (Daily Telegraph, Tuesday, May 4th, 1999, pg 11.) 
during the recent local elections, If only that stagnating state 
of affairs presaged the total decline and demise of "Party 
Politics" how happy would we be with both! But as Rutland is . 
the smallest county in England and has a Conservative MP in ? 
the ridiculous shape of Alan Duncan, a close confidant of | e 
William Hague, to find that but one of their number would = { 
stand as a local member is remarkable, which says something = & 
about the state of democracy. iit 

quot 
es era e TTT at th 
| ' mower, 





Will you make a stand | great 
for Rutland? | Englig 
exact eee 


.@ (we 


Your county ng 





Your Cou 

the ridiculous 

It looks as if the 

neither their collective nj 

materially affected b 

resulting “expense 

Ones‘ adoption, proj 

for what might be, 

voluntary preseng 

House of Comme 

time to consid 
institution 


boroughs 


































May/June 1999. 


was in its essential features, the standard that was eventually 
followed and has..lastes, 


pil this day. However, in those 
ye occasional and at irregular 
of Edward | that the 
of its present form. | 
gong among the 
¢ great men of 
Aiind, distinct 
heless, that 
8 the end, 
¢ business 
& duties of a 
bn laws, but 
b bbservance, "* 
1 definitely 
Tt was under 
of its present 
royal right to 
ere is a lovely 
id i was: "Wher, 
ey refused for a 
p English State, the 
F beyond the pale of 
Rs the assertions of. 
“unpatriotism" of 
Becason for the 
who's" who. | 
ie. the } 





War Crimes 


Gerry Gable looks at why an alleged war criminal was allowed to flee Britain 





ence in Britain of the arch war criminal Konrad 

alejs in the first days of the new millennium, the 

one vital question that the media and MPs did not ask 
was why Kalejs came to Britain. 

A clue can be found in the March 1988 issue of 
Searchlight. Its cover showed Tony Castle, also known as 
Tony Cavendish, alongside Prime Minister Margaret 
Thatcher, and the headline “Britain’s dirty war crimes 
secrets”. Notwithstanding Castle’s friendship with 
Thatcher, the government had gone to extraordinary 
lengths to prevent publication of Castle’s autobiography, 
Inside Intelligence, at the request of the intelligence 
services. 

In the course of investigating Nazi war criminals living 
in the UK, Searchlight had obtained a copy of the manu- 
script of Castle’s book, in which he revealed some of this 
country’s earliest postwar dealings with Nazi killers. 

Books such as Tom Bower's Blind Eye to Murder and 
David Cesarani’s Justice Delayed also painted a 
damming picture of how members of the Arajs 
Commando, the worst of the groups in the Baltic states 
that worked hand-in-glove with Himmler’s SS, had 
found employment with British intelligence not long 
after the final shots of the Second World War were fired. 

Cesarani revealed that the Commander ofa Latvian SS 
Division, Colonel Janums, had dealings with both the 
British and US intelligence services and in 1950 received 
a large amount of funding from the CIA. 

In the shameful and uncertain peace between the 
Soviet Union and Nazi Germany after the outbreak of 
war in September 1939, Stalin made what history has 
generally judged to have been a strategic decision to 
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occupy the Baltic States so that they would form a buffer 
zone against a Nazi invasion of Russia. 

Latvia had a large ethnic German population which 
lived almost entirely separately from the Latvian major- 
ity. They had been there since the Teutonic Knights 
attempted to overrun Russia in the Middle Ages. They 
were largely wealthy, sent their children to schools in 
Germany for their higher education and were tradition- 
ally very reactionary. 

When Hitler moved east they were a ready-made fifth 
column within Latvia. Victor Arajs, while still a student, 
had gathered a team of young Nazis around himself. 
Kalejs was one of his closest associates. They adopted 
the name “the Arajs Commando” and, before the invad- 
ing Germans had a chance to start their own pogroms 
against Latvia's Jews, Gypsies and trade unionists, set out 
on their own extensive bloodletting. They set up their 
headquarters in a house they had confiscated from one 
of their victims in the centre of the Latvian capital, Riga, 
and from there launched forays against their victims 
who, by the time the Germans were in control, ran into 
thousands. 

A collaborationist regime was put in place, some of 
the leaders of which found sanctuary in Britain in the 
late 1940s. Here they set up an infrastructure for exiled 
Latvians including Paul Reinhards, who had run the 
Nazis’ slave labour system in Latvia. Reinhards, whom 
the Foreign Office officially recognised as one of the sen- 
ior members of the Latvian government-in-exile after 
the war was even allowed to issue passports in their 
name. He also headed the Latvian Welfare Fund, which 
owns the residential home in Leicestershire where Kalejs 
went to ground in January. The fund also controlled a 
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second residential home in Wales. There appeared to be 
no shortage of money and the exiles could look forward 
to ending their days in much greater luxury than the 
average British senior citizen. The old nazis could not 
resist putting their wartime name, Daugavas Vanagu, on 
the front door of their London headquarters in 
Queensborough Terrace in Bayswater. 

One of the duties of the Arajs Commando was to run 
death camps and slave labour camps, often the same 
thing, in the deep dark forests of Latvia. Salaspils, near 
Riga, did not have gas chambers but was the scene of 
mass production line hangings and a huge number of 
shootings. But Salaspils is mainly remembered for the 
slaughter of five thousand young children. Now a special 
wall stands on the site in their memory. 

Himmler and the SS regarded Arajs and his killers as 
pure Germans and after a while allowed Latvia to have 
its own SS regiment. To their credit most of Latvia's eth- 
nic Germans of fighting age refused to volunteer and 
most of its recruits in the first year were members of the 
Arajs Commando. The regiment’s ranks grew later 
through conscription laws that gave ethnic Germans the 
choice of labour in Germany, which in reality was slave 
labour, military service in the Latvian SS, or a conviction 
for refusing to do either, which meant facing a firing 
squad or worse. 

At the end of the war, as the Red Army pushed west- 
wards through Latvia, Himmler ordered the rescue of 
the Arajs gang and others who had loyally served the 
Nazis. Most ended up in displaced persons’ camps in 
Germany and it was here, Castle’s book revealed, that 
British intelligence made them an offer they could hard- 
ly refuse. Core Arajs Commando members would be 
trained alongside former Nazi captains of E-Boats that 
had been used in the Baltic during the war. They were to 
land on the Latvian coast and make their way inland to 
conduct acts of murder and sabotage against the Soviet 
government. School teachers and trade union officials 
were high on the hit lists. 

Arajs drove a hard bargain. When offered safe conduct 
out of Europe for himself and his core team, should they 
survive the secret operation, he insisted that a far wider 
group of Latvian Nazis be protected. He appears to have 
got what he wanted. 

By the end of the 1940s, from Albania to Latvia, the 
madcap schemes of British intelligence against our for- 
mer allies were floundering. Much of the failure has 
been blamed on Kim Philby, the top Soviet agent inside 
the secret service, but the failure went far deeper, with 


the KGB and GRU capturing many of the agents who 
landed in Latvia and turning them into double agents. 

By the early 1950s the surviving Latvian Nazis and 
their allies had become dispersed around the world. 
Arajs ended his days in the USA and Kalejs was packed 
off to Australia, clearly with a very large sum of cash, to 
start a new life. He had no difficulty gaining Australian 
citizenship and when he moved to the USA in 1957 he 
took £350,000 in cash with him and left behind a large 
construction company. 

The US Department of Justice, which has a terrific 
record of seeking out and deporting Nazis who entered 
the USA after the war, got Arajs and, as a byproduct, 
Kalejs in their sights. When Kalejs was hauled up before 
a US court, the judge found him guilty beyond doubt of 
having taken part in mass murder and, for a period at 
least, having been an officer in the Nazi occupiers’ camp 
system. 

After his deportation from the USA Kalejs moved to 
Canada. The Canadians lost no time in starting proceed- 
ings against him on the basis of the evidence gathered by 
the US Justice Department, a move that prompted his 
flight back to Australia. 

Despite the lies perpetrated by the Home Office and 
Scotland Yard, Kalejs was never investigated in Australia. 
By the time he returned, Australia’s war crimes commis- 
sion had already ceased operating, after the Australian 
government apparently came under pressure to sweep 
the question of Nazi war criminals under the carpet. 

But a continuing mass campaign against Kalejs and 
over Nazi war criminals made Kalejs feel unsafe in 
Australia and two years ago Kalejs returned to Britain, 
apparently on false papers, after being given assurances 
about his safety. 

The big question is who gave him the green light. Will 
the House of Commons Home Affairs Committee or the 
Intelligence Oversight Committee have the guts to ask 
the vital question: why Britain? 

When Kalejs’s presence in Britain came to light, the 
Latvian government indicated that he could be tried in 
Latvia. An investigation was opened on 30 December, 
but has since reported that there is no evidence against 
Kalejs. Perhaps this should as no surprise from a govern- 
ment which pays pensions to Latvian SS volunteers at 
the same rate as its own war veterans. 

Since Kalejs’s return to Australia to renewed protests, 
the Australian government has promised to reconsider 
thoroughly the evidence against him to establish 
whether he might finally be brought to justice. 
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YKOLA YAREMKO began his journey East in 

May 1950. It was a journey that was to take him 

six weeks, crossing from West Germany into 
Czechoslovakia, before heading north into Poland and 
then east into the Ukraine. As an émigré in the British- 
controlled sector of Germany, he felt it was an honour to 
continue his nation’s fight for freedom. Armed with an 
automatic Sten gun, two pistols, a cyanide capsule, two 
Minox miniature cameras and a quantity of money in 
Czech, Polish and American denominations, he was 
heading home to take pictures of Ukraine's industrial 
capabilities for his political masters. Yaremko was oper- 
ating under the instructions of Kpayoviy 3v Yazok, (K3), 
the Secret Service of the Organisation of Ukrainian 
Nationalists (OUN). It, in turn, was working for British 
Intelligence. 

Yaremko was a committed anti-communist who had 
volunteered for this job in the summer of 1949. Having 
fled to the West at the end of the war, he immediately 
became active with the OUN, an extreme nationalist 
organisation that in the course of opposing Soviet 
Communism collaborated extensively with the 
Germans. During his time in various displaced persons’ 
camps, Yaremko worked for the OUN as a forger of some 
distinction. He created new identities for fellow mem- 
bers and other documentation that would give them 
passage in the west devoid of any link to their wartime 
roles. He was to join seven other potential OUN recruits 
in a forest in Bavaria, where he trained for several 
months under the direction of the OUN chief technical 
instructor Volodimir Kerod. He ran across hills with a 30 
kilo pack, learnt the art of map reading and codes, and 
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was taught photography and unarmed combat. 

Having passed his initial training, Yaremko was sent to 
a forest near Regensburg, where he joined 30 other OUN 
activists trained at other secret locations across 
Germany. He was now under the direction of Wolodymyr 
Kossak, a key member of the OUN secret service and a 
former officer in the Galician SS Division, which had 
surrendered to the British in Austria in 1944. From there, 
Yaremko was transferred to a farmhouse in the German 
town of Legar, where he received his final training in 
memory, military recognition and intelligence gather- 
ing, conducted by the British secret service (SIS). 

The deal between the Ukrainians and the British was 
simple. In return for positive intelligence, the SIS provid- 
ed financial assistance for the OUN in the West. While 
the Ukrainians’ aim was to support its units still waging 
a guerrilla war against the Soviets, the British took a 
longer-term view, wishing to establish lasting inform- 
ants’ networks in the Ukraine. The SIS instructed the 
OUN volunteers to focus on factory output, military 
installations, industrial buildings and the air defences 
around the major cities of Kiev, Odessa and Krakow. 
Later they were told to acquire information about the 
civil and political infrastructure of society. 

It was a relationship that was to prove disastrous — 
militarily, strategically and morally. As part of the anti- 
communist crusade, the British secret service not only 
shielded OUN members from justice for their wartime 
involvement with the Nazis, but gave a virulently racist 
group the oxygen, to say nothing of the money, with 
which to survive and continue its political campaign to 
this day. 
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An anti-communist crusade 

British interest in Ukrainian affairs dated back to the 
1917 Bolshevik Revolution, when its extensive banking 
and economic interests in the region were threatened. 
Seeking anti-Bolshevik allies, the British initially sup- 
ported the short-lived regimes of Hetman Skorodapsky 
and Simon Petliura, but were left unimpressed. “The 
Ukrainian leaders were men of no real standing in their 
own country and Petliura was little better than a brig- 
and,” the Political Intelligence Department later report- 
ed to the Foreign Office. 

Until the late 1930s the British chose to use Poland as 
a buffer against the Soviet Union and, because of 
Poland’s long-standing territorial claim over Eastern 
Galicia, the eastern region of Poland seen as part of the 
Ukraine by most Ukrainians, they largely ignored 
Ulkzainian politicians. While there was some British sup- 
port for independence of the Soviet Ukraine, this did not 
manifest itself in any real backing. 

While the Foreign Office kept the Ukrainian extremists 
at arm’s length, the SIS was less concerned with Polish 
sensitivities. Wanting to make use of the Ukrainians’ vir- 
ulent anti-Russian activities and contacts in the Soviet 
Union, the SIS made contact with Stefan Bandera, a 
young leader of the OUN, through its Helsinki station. 

The relationship was to be short-lived as Bandera was 
arrested for the murder of the Polish Foreign Minister in 
1938. When he was released from prison the following 
year, it was to Nazi Germany that he turned. 

British attitudes towards Ukrainian nationalism 
cooled during the war. The Ukrainians’ extensive links 
with the Nazis and the peace pact with the Soviet Union 
saw anti-Bolshevik prejudices put aside, albeit tem- 
porarily. 

By 1944 the SIS was already planning for the postwar 
situation. Perhaps unsurprisingly for an outfit that had 
been formed to combat the Soviet Union, it saw com- 
munism as Britain’s principle opponent. In 1944 the SIS 
established Section IX, the Soviet desk, the departmental 
head of which was Kim Philby. While this anti-Soviet 
view won support within the higher echelons of the 
Ministry of Defence, it was at odds with the more cau- 
tious Foreign Office approach, which balked at any sug- 
gestion of actions that could jeopardise its relationship 
with the Soviet Union. 

With the war not yet at an end and the Foreign Office 
dominant, it was no surprise that the British gave a cool 
response to the first approaches by the Ukrainians in 
1944. Six couriers dispatched by Lebed in 1944, a leading 
OUN activist and suspected war criminal who later 
found refuge in New York with the help of the CIA, made 
contact with a Special Operations Executive (SOE) offi- 
cer in Yugoslavia. Their pleas for Western support for the 
OUN’s guerrilla war against the Soviets fell on deaf ears. 
The British were keen to see the Soviets advance against 
the Germans and Ukrainian resistance, which included 
fighting Czech and Yugoslav partisans, was deemed 
unhelpful. 

The anti-communist warmongers in British intelli- 
gence found friends from an unlikely source after the 
election of the Atlee government in 1944. With the anti- 
Nazi coalition victorious, some politicians, including 
Churchill, were urging the deployment of Anglo-US 
troops to contain the Soviet advance. Having spent 
much of the 1930s fighting communism within the 
Labour movement, the new administration was only too 
willing to take the fight abroad. 

Beginning in 1946, a stream of Foreign Office docu- 
ments emerged warning of the Soviet threat. In his 
report, The Soviet Campaign Against This Country and 
Our Response to It, Christopher Warner reported that the 
Soviets were conducting an ideological, economic and 
propaganda war against Britain. He concluded that the 
challenge should be confronted head on. 

This was quickly followed by the another Foreign 
Office report, Strategic Aspect of British Foreign Policy, 


which claimed that Europe was at risk of Soviet power, 
particularly by communist supporters in the West. In 
response, the report concluded, the British should insti- 
gate trouble in the East. This view was echoed a year 
later by the Joint Planning Staff, which supported the 
exploitation and use of the people of the satellite coun- 
tries against the Communist regime in Moscow in any 
future conflict. 

With a possible future conflict in mind, the British 
government saw sense in bringing an entire SS division 
made up of 8,000 Ukrainians to England in the late 
spring of 1947. While many were eagerly put to work 
with the European Volunteer Worker scheme, the Labour 
government preferring white Eastern Europeans to 
black Commonwealth workers, some sections of the 
government saw a possible military usage. 

The use of anti-communist forces within the Soviet 
Union was now enshrined in British foreign policy. 


Working with Hitler 

In dealing with the OUN, British intelligence was in 
league with the devil. Formed in 1929, the OUN cam- 
paigned for Ukrainian nationhood, although with its 
homeland divided between the Soviet Union and 
Poland, independence was a distant dream. In the 1930s 
a young leadership emerged that was more militant and 
politically extreme than its predecessors. Its main prin- 
cipals were Bandera, Yaroslav Stetsko and Mykola Lebed. 

Reverting to a terrorist campaign against both Poland 
and the Soviet Union, the OUN suffered in the prewar 
years, and many of its key figures were exiled in Western 
Europe. When Soviet agents assassinated the OUN chief 
in 1938, on a Dutch pavement, the OUN split, with 
Bandera leading one faction and Andej Melnik the other. 
The Bandera wing, the OUN/B, drew ever closer to 
Germany. 

Bandera took up residence in Nazi Germany and other 
OUN’B activists began training with the German army, 
in units such as the Nationalist Military Detachments, 
the Schuma and Werkschutz, whose jobs included 
guarding Jewish labour gangs. 

In April 1941, two months before the invasion of the 
Soviet Union, the German army established two 
Ukrainian reconnaissance and sabotage units, called 
Roland and Nachtigall, to accompany it into the 
Ulkzaine. Politically under the control of the two OUN 
factions, both units were involved in some of the worst 
anti-Jewish outrages on the Eastern Front. Even the 
Einsatztruppen, the Germans’ mobile killing squads, 
were shocked at the severity of the Ukrainians’ actions. 
On 2 July 1941 it was reported that 1,160 Jews were mur- 
dered by the Ukrainians with the aid of one police and 
army platoon. Two months later the Ukrainian militia 
rounded up the Jews of the town of Zhitomir, killing 
3,145. 

The close cooperation between the OUN/B and the 
Germans was not to last. Despite their common anti- 
semitism, the Ukrainian dream of independence was at 
odds with the Nazis’ plans. Though the OUN/B leaders 
were placed under arrest, many of its supporters 
remained in the service of the Germans. Some joined the 
Ukrainian police and militia who maintained the Nazis’ 
grip on the country and continued the rounding up of 
Jews and anti-fascists. 

Even after the fallout with the Germans, the OUN/B 
did not drop its racist and antisemitic programme. A 
leaflet recovered by the Germans read: “Long live greater 
independent Ukraine without Jews, Poles and Germans. 
Poles behind the San, Germans to Berlin, Jews to the gal- 
lows.” 

Hundreds of Ukrainians were sent to the Trawniki 
training camp in Poland, where they became part of 
Operation Reinhard, the cover name for the Final 
Solution in the East. Determined to dispose of the 2.2 
million Jews, the Nazis established three concentration 
camps at Belzec, Sobibor and Treblinka. The Ukrainian 
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contingent at Trawnika drew heavily from the Roland 
and Nachtigall units. So confident were the Nazis in the 
killing ability of their Eastern European recruits, each 
camp only had 35 SS officers attached to it. In 1943, 
almost 400 Ukzainian recruits from Trawniki were used 
in the final assault on the Warsaw Ghetto in Poland. 

As the war turned against Germany, the need for men 
to fight the Soviets led to the formation of the 14th 
Galician SS Division. The OUN/B called on its support- 
ers to join up, giving the lie to postwar protestations of 
its anti-Nazi stance. Many of its leading activists were 
among those who answered the call. 

The SS Division was worse than useless. In its first bat- 
tle at Brody, in 1944, all but 3,000 of its men were killed. 
The Division was reformed, and this time many of its 
personnel were drawn from the Ukrainian police, militia 
and camp guard units. The very people who later found 
safety in the welcoming arms of the British were those 
who had collaborated in some of the worst atrocities in 
Eastern Europe during the war. 

After the war, the OUN/B continued its hardline polit- 
ical stance. Under the banner of anti-communism, it 
brought together other Eastern European émigré groups 
in the Anti-Bolshevik Bloc of Nations, many of whom 
had also collaborated with the Nazis during the war. The 
OUN/B was a founder member of the World Anti- 
Communist League, an organisation that brought 
together Second World War collaborators, South 
American death squads, right wing US senators and 
right-wing regimes around the world, including Taiwan, 
South Korea and Saudi Arabia. A regular contributor to 
OUN/B publications was the leading antisemite Austin 
App, and a leading member of the OUN/B in Britain 
acted as treasurer for the British League of Rights, an 
antisemitic organisation led by Don Martin and Lady 
Jane Birdwood. 

In 1954 a US State Department report on Ukrainian 
émigrés gave its view of the OUN/B. “...the form of 
Ukrainian nationalism which approaches fascism is still 
alive and given the opportunity will exercise itself 
again.” 


K3 - a private intelligence operation 

' K3 was already in existence when the British decided to 
use it in early 1947. It had begun as an arm of the 
OUN/B’s internal police, more commonly known as the 
SB, but after the war was reorganised as a separate intel- 
ligence gathering entity. It was run by Bohdan Pidhany, a 
member of the OUN/B executive and a founder member 
of the OUN. In 1938 he, together with Bandera, was sen- 
tenced to death for the murder of the Polish Foreign 


Minister. The sentence was later reduced to life impris- 
onment. The German invasion of Poland meant a 
chance for Pidhany to escape, and he rejoined the 
Ukrainian underground, before linking up with the 
Germans. When the Germans marched east, Pidhany 
accompanied the first units in, the very units that were 
responsible for many of the worst atrocities. By 1943 he 
was an officer in the Galician SS Division. 

“K3 was a secret cell,” remembers Svyatoslav Wasylko, 
a former KS activist. “Even Bandera was told only what 
was necessary for him. Mr Pidhany was running the 
show where K3 were concerned. But before any decision 
was made regarding the British, it always had to be 
approved by Bandera. That's how it was, it was very hush 
hush.” 

Other than Pidhany, the principle staff of K3 were 
Anatol Kaminsky, Wolodymyr Kerod, Roman linyttzy 
and Bohdan Maciw. They operated under the cover of 
the Ukranisky Samostijnyk, a Banderite newspaper, 
which had its base in Munich. Small networks of organ- 
isers and recruiters in the countries where large 
Ukrainian émigré communities existed supplemented 
the Munich base. 

When the British first discussed cooperation with the 
Banderites in 1946, they were initially sceptical about 
the OUN/B claims. Talk of 140,000 men still fighting the 
Soviets was dismissed as exaggeration and propaganda. 
“Ukrainian nationalism has little prospect of being any- 
thing more than nuisance to the Soviet Union,” conclud- 
ed one Foreign Office report. 

However, the two sides were edging towards a deal. 
Initially this was being conducted without the knowl- 
edge of the US, at least of its Army Intelligence, the CIC. 
In one CIC report, dated 1946, a Special Agent noted that 
the Banderites were receiving 100,000 marks a month for 
propaganda from an unknown source. Bandera himself 
was a wanted war criminal but despite the CIC’s best 
endeavours, the Ukrainian leader proved elusive. 

The British attitude towards the OUN/B was to change 
in 1947, when several hundred OUN fighters arrived in 
the west. Great interest was shown in their tales of con- 
tinued fighting. Their stories were nowhere near the 
claims of the OUN/B, but did at least indicate existing 
opposition to communism, albeit rapidly diminishing. 

Within weeks of their arrival, intelligence teams from 
Britain and the US were falling over themselves to 
debrief and use the Ukrainians. The main beneficiary 
was the OUN/B. In return for funding and protection 
from war crime investigators, K3 was put at the disposal 
of the British, while other OUN factions went off with the 
Americans, Germans and the French. 
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As part of the deal, Bandera was given a free reign to 
operate across Europe. For security reasons he stayed 
out of the US zone, but seemed to have no problem 
entering Britain. “He came many times,” says a former 
OUN/B activist who worked in its headquarters in 
London. “Initially it was curiosity on the British side, 
they wanted to know just who he was. 

“He was travelling to Britain secretly with the help of 
British intelligence. He was given a false name and pass- 
port, and they made all the arrangements at the airport 
so he would be let past customs officers. He would then 
be taken to the OUN headquarters in London where he 
received visitors.” 

K3 recruits were selected from the displaced persons’ 
camps in the British zone in Germany and from the 
Galician SS Division, which was being transferred to 
England at about this time. Hand-picked by the Bandera 
leadership, they included the fittest and most fanatical 
nationalists among the Ukrainian community. 

The bulk of their training was conducted in Germany, 
at a number of houses provided by the British. Some 
were disguised as workshops; others were remote farms 
with the recruits posing as labourers. The Ukrainians 
were split into small groups, each operating without the 
knowledge of the others. The training itself often took 
two years to complete and was conducted by Pidhany 





himself, under the pseudonym Stephen Kordiuk, and by 
British officers, who gave radio, code and photographic 
training. Some Ukrainians were secretly flown to Britain 
for parachute training run by the British Army. 

To reach the Ukraine, K3 used several routes. Overland 
bridges were established across Poland and 
Czechoslovakia, but although they were the most direct, 
they were often the most dangerous. By the late 1940s, 
SIS preferred a longer southern route, either overland 
from Turkey or by plane from Cyprus and Malta. On at 
least one other occasion the British used a captured 
German U-boat, parked off the Polish coast, to launch a 
hot air balloon. 


Compromised 

Quite how many Ukrainians made the journey back 
remains a secret, but it was certainly dozens. Only a few 
returned, the majority being captured by Soviet forces 
soon after their arrival. Unbeknown to K3 and its British 
masters, Ukrainian intelligence was deeply penetrated 
by the KGB. While much attention has focused on the 
role of Kim Philby, he was not the major leak in the K3 
operation. More damaging were at least four KGB 
informers within the OUN/B, either at leadership level, 
or, as was the case with Yaksym Lowczuk, in the organi- 
sation of the overland operations. In one instance, 
Lowczuk betrayed 60 OUN fighters as they tried to 
return to the Ukraine. A bigger source for the KGB was 
Andrij Peczara, the organiser of the Munich bridge, the 
underground network that smuggled K3 operatives 
through Poland. One key casualty of Peczara’s work was 
General Hrytsaj, the most senior Ukrainian guerrilla offi- 
cer to head for the west. With his capture so the 
Ukrainian underground’s dreams of survival died. 

By the mid-1950s, a combination of failed operations, 
the rise of the US as a world superpower and internal 
disputes within the OUN/B forced Britain to reduce its 
Ukrainian operations. Budgetary constraints forced the 
transfer of many of Britain’s Eastern European opera- 
tions to the CIA, while a major split in the OUN saw 
many of those most closely connected to K3 transfer 
their allegiance to the rival OUNz, led by Mykola Lebed, 
which maintained links with the CIA and the State 
Department until Ukrainian independence in 1991. 

That is not to say that all British links were halted. In 
the 1960s British intelligence again used the OUN/B to 
establish intelligence networks in the Ukraine. This time 
it was keen to gather scientific and military intelligence, 
while at the same time spreading nationalist propagan- 
da and dissent within the country. 

For over 20 years the OUN/B ran this operation, but in 
1988 it was blown open when two of the most important 
figures in the Ukrainian underground revealed them- 
selves to be KGB agents. More than 20 OUN/B opera- 
tives were exposed and rounded up. 

In the name of fighting communism, the British over- 
looked the extremism of the OUN, to say nothing of the 
individual actions of its members, many of whom had 
been participants in the Nazi death squads and concen- 
tration camps. No Ukrainian was ever prosecuted in 
Britain, despite several allegations, including some 
directed against senior personnel within the OUN/B in 
this country. 

Yaremko was never to fulfil his mission. As he crossed 
the Polish-Soviet border he was arrested and forced to 
make a highly public confession. He was yet another vic- 
tim of the unholy alliance of British intelligence and 
extreme Ukrainian nationalists. The OUN/B leaders 
were more fortunate, none more so than Stetsko, the 
man who accompanied the first German units into the 
Ukraine. In 1984 the diminutive and bespectacled man 
was warmly welcomed at the White House as an anti- 
communist freedom fighter by Ronald Reagan. The 
transformation from antisemitic collaborators to 
respected political statesmen was complete, with no 
small thanks to British Intelligence. 
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busy office she takes a phone call from a woman 

from a Jewish organisation in North West London 
that has collected blankets for refugees. Helen believes 
it is important that the recipients know who gave the 
aid, as the Jewish community was once a refugee com- 
munity itself. It is not hard to see why this is significant 
to her personally; her own work with survivors of tor- 
ture began in 1945, at the age of 20, when she went with 
the Jewish Relief Unit (under the auspices of the United 
Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Association) to work 
in Belsen concentration camp. 

One moment Helen is talking about organising where 
the blankets should be sent and the next about how 
crimes against humanity should be dealt with under 
international law. Her work has received recognition; 
she was named European Woman of Achievement in 
1993, appointed OBE in January 1997 and was recently 
the subject of a biography. What is more noticeable in 
her office though is the unofficial recognition in the 
form of the pictures and mementos from torture sur- 
vivors whom she has helped. 

Talking about her early work in postwar Germany, 
Helen says she is surprised people do not realise that 
many of the camps continued to house people long 
after they were liberated. “Belsen became the main 
camp where people travelled to find their relations,” she 
recalls. “Many had seen their families destroyed in front 
of them but others were unsure of where their relatives 
were. People would come to Belsen holding pieces of 
paper bearing the names of their loved ones and walk 
through the camp looking and trying to find people who 
might know what happened to them. The point is that 
the camp continued for quite a few years, into the 
1950s, before it was finally closed down. 

“The reason was that these people came mainly from 
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Eastern Europe and could not go back to their country 
of origin. When people had tried to go back to Poland, 
crossing frontiers by foot, they were frequently set upon 
and the local people who had taken their houses over 
killed some. So they came back to Belsen where they 
remained for several years with nowhere to go. That has 
to be understood because it is the predicament of so 
many people today. Many wanted to come to Britain or 
the United States but America had a quota system and 
you could wait many years and in Britain you needed 
people who could prove that they would take financial 
care of you.” 

The relief unit of which Helen and her co-workers 
were part dealt with people who had been distressed, 
starved, tortured, or had medical experiments carried 
out on them. Some had witnessed their children’s heads 
being crushed, among other atrocities. But one of the 
most compelling features of their plight was that even 
after their ordeal should have been over, they had 
nowhere to go. “They became a commodity and the 
name for them changed,” explains Helen. “They 
became ‘displaced persons’. I think that was when the 
term first came into our vocabulary.” 

In 1947 Helen returned to Britain, but continued her 
work with the Committee for the Care of Children from 
Concentration Camps,:where she was responsible for 
the welfare of orphans from Auschwitz. Her director, a 
psychoanalyst, was himself a victim of the camps and 
had been so badly beaten by the Nazis that one side of 
his face was paralysed. It was during this period that 
Helen learned about trauma and received the training 
that she still uses today. 

During her career Helen has worked in a variety of 
hospitals and health organisations. In 1961 she joined 
Amnesty International, shortly after it was founded, 
later serving on its Executive Council. At the end of 1985 
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she founded the Medical Foundation, the only organi- 
sation of its kind and one that relies almost entirely on 
donations from members of the public. 

Talking about the people who seek the aid of the 
Medical Foundation, Helen says, “We are dealing with 
people who have been persecuted for their religious or 
political beliefs or ethnic origin. They have been forced 
to go into exile in order to save their lives. Exile for many 
is seen as something of a defeat. They have lost every- 
thing, their future, often their families and children. 
They’ve seen terrible things and they have to survive in 
a country that indicates by its immigration legislation 
that it doesn’t want them.” 

Asked why she has carried on with her work to this 
day, Helen explains that it is not only her experience of 
working with Holocaust survivors that motivates her. 
She believes it is significant that she witnessed racism 
and hatred herself in the form of antisemitism, growing 
up as a Jew in 1930s London. She recalls opposing 
fascist meetings and being influenced by a left-wing 
aunt who was involved in fighting fascism in the East 
End. Her father, a fluent German speaker, monitored 
the press and told Helen that he believed European 
Jewry would be massacred. Refugees from Nazi 
Germany stayed in her home, as her father was involved 
with helping them escape. She feels that growing up 
with the fear of fascism around her helped her identify 
with the persecuted of today. 

Talking about the people whom the Medical 
Foundation sees today, it is easy to understand the 
point that Helen is making. “It is an old story,” she says. 
“If you look at the propaganda of the Nazi era where 
people were portrayed as dirty and as vermin, you can 
see how an enemy was produced. It is not dissimilar 
now. The people we see are often called ‘dirty’ and there 
is considerable prejudice against them. We see some- 
thing quite different. We see human beings who have 
suffered considerably because of who they are. 
Sometimes because they've had the courage to speak 
out against oppression, and others because they just 
happen to belong to an ethnic group. 

“If you are a Tamil in Sri Lanka, you are bound to 
come under suspicion and bound to be picked up and 
tortured, whether you are a Tamil Tiger or not. I’ve just 
read a report of a Tamil fisherman who had no political 
involvement at all who was picked up in his boat and 
tortured horrifically. Turkish Kurds face similar prob- 


lems. You don't have to be an outright political oppo- 
nent. More than anything else it’s a form of political 
control, a way of maintaining power. Those who are dif- 
ferent and do not totally conform become the enemy. In 
all of this racism plays an enormous role, the colour of a 
face, the way a person speaks, a person's beliefs. Often 
when people are tortured it is those religious beliefs that 
become such a target for humiliation. Torture isn’t only 
about the terrible physical aspect but also the humilia- 
tion. People are made to stand naked and taunted. 
People whose religious beliefs forbid them to cut their 
hair will be shaved or will be made to pray against their 
god. We've seen Sikhs from the Punjab who've experi- 
enced this.” 

For those fortunate enough to receive asylum in 
Britain the ordeal is often not over. Helen gives the 
example of one man from an East African country who 
had received burns as a form of torture, requiring 
numerous operations. He has received racist abuse 
since his arrival, including excrement pushed through 
his letterbox. But Helen maintains she also has many 
examples of “the other side of the coin’, acts of kind- 
ness, not least from the people who volunteer their 
services to the Medical Foundation itself. 

One significant case for Helen came last year when 
she testified in an Israeli military court on behalf of a 
Palestinian who had been tortured. Helen gave testimo- 
ny to prove that any “evidence” had been obtained 
under duress. While there were some in the Jewish com- 
munity who may not have liked it, Helen declares, “I 
don’t think that you can take a strongly held position 
against persecution and torture and find excuses for 
those that are nearer to you. I regret what has happened 
in Israel but I also work with very dedicated human 
rights people in Israel, such as the Public Committee 
against Torture and Physicians for Human Rights. They 
have had an enormous impact on public opinion in 
Israel but the international media are not interested in 
showing that.” 

Helen is convinced that even though it looks as if 
General Augusto Pinochet may never face trial for the 
crimes of Chile’s military dictatorship, his detention in 
Britain was important as a warning to the world’s tor- 
turers that they cannot roam the world with impunity. 
The Medical Foundation has been involved with the 
Pinochet case since he was arrested in England in 1998, 
working with Amnesty International and the Redress 
Trust. Soon after the General’s arrest the organisation 
presented affidavits from 60 torture survivors and wit- 
nesses to those who “disappeared” at the hands of his 
regime, and called for the British Government’s 
Attorney General to prosecute Pinochet for torture 
under English law. 

Helen believes that if governments are serious about 
ending the practice of torture in the long term then an 
international criminal court to try crimes against 
humanity needs to be established. “While people from 
Rwanda, the former Yugoslavia and a number of other 
countries have been prosecuted an international crimi- 
nal court would make it much more difficult for coun- 
tries to turn a blind eye as they have done in the past,” 
she declares. 

It is over 50 years since Helen first started work with 
the survivors of Belsen. Although neither fascism nor 
torture have gone away, she is not despondent. “While 
we are not entering a new century filled with hope, 
there are many people now who are much more aware 
of the damage that racism does, not only to the victims, 
but to the whole of society. There is a gradual, grinding 
move towards understanding those who are different 
even though we have a very long way to go.” 

With regard to torture she contends, “It will only stop 
with the will of governments because it is only govern- 
ments who can stop it. If arms and aid and training were 
withdrawn because a country tortures its citizens that 
would be an important step.” 
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South Africa 

Cyril Salzwedel and three other former members of the 
nazi Afrikaner Weerstands Beweging (AWB) were 
convicted in South Africa in December for the brutal 
murder of a disabled black man in 1994. All four were 
jailed for 12 years with two years suspended on 
condition that they each pay £300 towards the upkeep of 
their victim's children. The court, in East London, heard 
how the four had attacked Mcoseleli Benya, who had a 
severe spinal deformity, and beat him to death. 
Although the heavily armed AWB had threatened civil 
war to defend the apartheid state, the movement has 
more or less disappeared since the installation of 
multiracial democracy in South Africa. 


Denmark 

Shortly before Christmas, Jonni Hansen, leader of the 
Danish National Socialist Movement (DNSB) and 
admirer of Combat 18, was arrested and charged with 
attempted murder. His case was scheduled to be heard 
in mid-January. 

The night before his arrest, a group of anti-fascists 
wearing Santa Claus masks had started to saw down the 
fence surrounding Hansen’s bunker in Greve, near 
Copenhagen, with a chainsaw. Enraged, Hansen drove 
his Volvo directly into the anti-fascists, claiming he felt 
threatened. Six people were injured during the incident. 
The anti-fascists were charged with damage to private 
property and violation of weapons laws. 


Germany 

Giinter Deckert, the Auschwitz liar and former NPD 
leader, must stay in prison until August after losing an 
appeal against convictions which include incitement to 
hatred, harassment and Holocaust denial. Deckert, 60, 
has been in prison since 1995 after being convicted for 
his part in a meeting attended by David Irving in 1990. 

In December, Manfred Roeder, 70, a nazi terrorist 
killer and associate of the former BNP leader John 
Tyndall, was jailed for two years by a Grevesmiihlen 
court for a speech in August 1998 denying the Holocaust 
and describing it as “humbug”. Roeder, said the judge, 
has “a high level of political delusion’. 

Meanwhile, the German-born Australian Holocaust 
denier Fredrick Toben has been released from his 
German prison cell after a Mannheim court sentenced 
him to ten months in November for spreading hate and 
denying the Holocaust on the Internet. He was freed 
because he had already spent seven months in prison 
while awaiting trial. Nevertheless, he had to pay £2,000 
as a surety for the other three months. 
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A 19-YEAR-OLD Turkish migrant, was brutally knifed to 
death by a gang of racists in Skogas, near Stockholm, on 
New Year's Eve. 

Two members of a Turkish family, who were attacked 
on their way home from a party, summoned help by 
mobile phone. Among those who responded was Salih 
Uzel, who was stabbed as he fought to drive off the 
racists. His father was also stabbed but suffered only 
light wounds and was able to leave hospital the next 
day. Police arrested two men, described as “skinheads”, 
aged 21 and 24, one of whom later drew a swastika with 
his own blood on a cell wall in the local police station. 

A year of nazi terror and murder in Sweden has final- 
ly forced schools, municipalities, trade unions and 
police wake up to the threat of fascism and racism. 
Mounting opposition has caused difficulties both for 
the nazis’ recruiting efforts and within their ranks. 
Several recently recruited nazi activists have quit the 
movement and denounced their erstwhile “racial com- 
rades”. 

Even some leading members of the National Socialist 
Front (NSF) have publicly denounced the movement. 
One local leader who defected recently had to move 
home after his apartment was twice wrecked. 

The NSF internal difficulties have embraced propa- 
ganda distribution and production of their paper. Only 
two issues were produced last year, compared to six in 
1998, forcing the NSF to rely increasingly on the 
Internet. Its web site is now more frequently updated to 
run hate campaigns against “political enemies” and 
hawk propaganda material. 

One such campaign was aimed at Bjorn Fries, a local 
Social Democratic politician in Karlskrona, southern 
Sweden, which houses the NSF headquarters. It 
rebounded when Fries succeeded in having the NSF 
dumped by its American web server, compelling it to 
hire another domain. 

The NSF got an even bigger shock shortly before 
Christmas when its chief, Anders Hégstr6m, went pub- 
lic — together with Fries - in a major Swedish newspa- 
per, to announce his defection from nazism. Declaring 
that he wants to live “a normal life” and was leaving the 
movement for personal reasons, Hégstr6m begged 
Fries to forgive him for the NSF’s hate campaign. 

The NSF responded by proclaiming on its web site 
that it would in future be led by a triumvirate: propa- 
ganda chief Bjérn Bjérkqvist, treasurer Anders Arleskog 
and the infamous leader of the NSF's “protection and 
security” squad, Hans Géran Himmler Petterson. 

Some NSF members oppose the idea that a nazi party 
can be led by more than one person. One moaned: “Do 
you think the NSDAP could have functioned if Hitler 
had suddenly defected from his own movement and let 
a number of people také over the party?” 
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ATTEMPTS BY Norwegian nazis to emulate the violent 
deeds of their Swedish counterparts keep going off 
course. 

The most recent proof of this has been the activity of 
Anders Erling Fergestad Johansen, a nazi whose nick- 
name is “Pulern” - the f****r. How he earned this mon- 
icker is not known but he is infamous for his wild par- 
ties which have become a magnet for nazis from all 
around Oslo. 

At one party before Christmas, some of his guests 
pulled what they imagined to be a master stroke 
against Jewish people in Norway by telephoning the 
Oslo synagogue’s answer phone and the city’s rabbi to 
make drunken threats to kill members of the local 
Jewish community. After tracing the calls to 
Johansen’s home, police arrested and charged him and 
made him spend the run-up to Christmas locked up in 
a cell. 

This is not Johansen’s first brush with the law. In 
November 1998 he was arrested in Honefoss after par- 
ticipating in an illegal nazi march. 

In January 1999 he was one of organisers of the first 
Blood and Honour concert in Norway. After being 
allowed to stage the event in a local shooting club, 
which had an unattended armoury in the basement, 
Johansen was arrested for refusing to identify himself 
to the police. He was later fined. 

He has also been convicted of violent crime. On 9 
April last year, he was arrested after attacking a 
refugee centre in Oslo. A Kosovan family eating dinner 
narrowly escaped injury from the stones and iron bars 
that Johansen and Ole Nicolai Kvisler, another con- 
victed nazi thug, together with a visiting Danish nazi, 
hurled through the windows. 

While Johansen and his friends were busy trying to 
harass Jews, other nazis went after an anti-fascist 
trade unionist. On 4 January, Ole Sverre Viker, an anti- 
racist activist and transport workers’ union shop stew- 
ard in Oslo, was attacked at his home by two bone- 
heads wielding a Stanley knife. 

Viker was able to grab a frying pan and, despite 
being slashed, defended himself bravely and drove off 
his assailants. The chairman of the Oslo branch of the 
transport workers’ union said the assault had been 
planned. 

Fascist terror in neighbouring Sweden has prompt- 
ed the Norwegian Minister of Justice, Odd Einar 
Dorum, to pledge tough action against nazi violence 
and racist activity. A suitable start could made by 
undertaking a full investigation of Propatria, one of 
the biggest nazi web sites in the world. Propatria is 
registered at one of the numerous post office box 
addresses operated by Michael Knutsen, the notorious 
peddler of hate and would-be nazi fiihrer. 
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of South Carolina’s Confederate war dead. Then 

reenactors of the War of Northern Aggression, wear- 
ing grey uniforms and carrying muskets, headed a 
march of 6,000 singing Dixie through the streets of 
Columbia, the state capital. Dwarfed by a sea of rebel 
battle flags, a shrunken 93-year-old woman, said to be 
the last surviving widow of a Confederate veteran, was 
wheeled in her chair at the very front. At the capitol 
steps, a 60-metre Confederate flag hung behind a 
speakers’ platform which included six state representa- 
tives and a state senator. All had turned out on a cool 
southern 8 January to protect the Confederate battle 
banner’s pride of place on the capitol’s flagstaff. 


IE STARTED with a ceremonial reading of the names 


eo-Confederates fight 


Spokesmen for the march claimed it was precipitated 


by the NAACP’s (National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People) call for the legislature 
to remove the flag from official state buildings. After 
years of pressing the issue, the NAACP called for a 
national tourism boycott of South Carolina to enforce 
its demand. Confederate devotees responded with an 
organising campaign of their own, even allowing a sit- 
ting Republican governor to be voted out because he 
had abandoned the Lost Cause and called for the flag’s 
removal. Even moderate requests that the flag be relo- 
cated to a Confederate war memorial were shunned. 
That Saturday a sign stating “Heritage Not Hate” moti- 
vated the marchers. But the vitriol flowed like bile undi- 
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gested after 135 years. From the platform, one state sen- 
ator called the NAACP the National Association of 
Retarded People. Another elected representative 
screamed, “If they keep trying to bring it down, they’re 
going to find out why they call it a battle flag”. 


Monuments, flags and the culture war 

In this columnist’s opinion, it is not entirely certain that 
the South lost the War. Sure, General Robert E Lee sur- 
rendered at Appomattox and Union troops occupied 
the South to ensure the slaves’ emancipation. The 
Fourteenth Amendment guaranteed the rights of citi- 
zenship to all. But as soon as the troops withdrew (to 
subdue Indian nations in the West), black people were 
reduced to peonage in the South and their rights tram- 
pled everywhere — including the right to vote. The sup- 
posedly defeated Confederates retook state govern- 
ments through the Democrat Party. As their veterans 
aged and died around 1900, monuments to the rebel 
soldiers were built at every county courthouse in the 
South. In Richmond, Virginia, a street of monuments to 
Lee and his generals still dominates the downtown vis- 
age. Southern segregationists occupied the entire 
nation’s Constitutional stage for generations. 

As the civil rights movement grew in the 1950s and 
1960s, the Confederate battle flag became a symbol of 
Southern states’ resistance to desegregation. In South 
Carolina the government posted the flag to the official 
pole in 1962, a symbolic affirmation of the past over the 
present. The battle flag was also the emblem of the fra- 
ternal order, Sons of Confederate Veterans, as well as the 
Daughters of the Confederacy. Slightly lower in the 
white pecking order, the Stars and Bars flew at Ku Klux 
Klan rallies, was pasted on car and truck licence plates 
and tattooed onto the pale skin of motorcycle gangs 
everywhere. 

Despite its apparent popularity, a counter campaign 
began to remove the flag’s patina of official endorse- 
ment. At state universities in the South, the flag was 
lowered as integration advanced. On capitol buildings, 
the flag came down in state after southern state. In one 
remarkable moment, Illinois Senator Carol Mosley- 
Braun, a black woman, in the face of the objection of 
Senate powerhouse Jesse Helms, forced the denial of a 
patent to the Daughters of the Confederacy because it 
included that symbol of slavery. The NAACP’s boycott of 
South Carolina tourism, which began on 1 January, is 
the latest battle in this see-saw contest of power. 


Will the South rise again? 

While Confederates publicly crusade with slogans 
about heritage and respect for the dead, a more insidi- 
ous sub rosa campaign is taking root underneath the 
flag waving. A bevy of white supremacist and neo- 





secessionist groups are configuring a new (white) 
southern nationalism. Here the organisations are only 
slightly familiar to longtime Searchlight readers: 
Council of Conservative Citizens, Heritage Protection 
Association, Southern Party, and League of the South. 
Digging deeper, however, some of the same old names 
show up directing traffic in Columbia. They include A.J. 
Barker, the smarmy salesman who chaired the Populist 
Party and then Ed Fields’s America First outfit, and 
attorney Kirk Lyons. Now Lyons calls himself the 
Southern Legal Resource Center and promotes the flag. 
Before he defended Louis Beam, of leaderless resistance 
fame, from sedition charges and marshalled skinheads 
for the Aryan Nations. 

More is at stake, however, than a few Aryan types in a 
mix of rebel flag wavers. The southern nationalists were 
chanting “Independence Now” in Columbia, not just 
singing tired renditions of Dixie. Come 4 March, they 
plan on staging a repeat of the South Carolina parade in 


Montgomery, Alabama, under the banner of “Southern 


Independence Day”. 

Some may think all this flag-waving is of little conse- 
quence. But the NAACP’s boycott is part of a movement 
for multiracialism. And it is in a battle for raw power 
with the forces of white nationalism. Now might be a 
good time to remember the great service to American 
democracy done by the English working class 140 years 
ago. Then it kept the British aristocracy from coming to 
aid the cotton planters during the Civil War. Now 
Searchlight readers might find ways to repeat those’ 
good deeds. 
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,Yeltsin’s decision to quit as president of Russia in the wake of December’s 
parliamentary vote is a measure of the electoral success of his political protégés. 
Few forecast Yeltsin’s resignation even weeks before the election when throughout the 
summer the Kremlin had been massively implicated in corruption and embezzlement 
scandals, the new Prime Minister, Vladimir Putin, was derided and expected to score 
less than two per cent, and parties favourable to Yeltsin were not even sure of 
reelection to the Russian parliament. One war and dozens of dirty tricks later, it is the 
Kremlin — now occupied by Putin as acting president — which, assured of a 
parliamentary majority, is holding all the cards. 
Jean Raymond of Reflex reports from Moscow 


Kremlin eclipses 
Russian ultra-right 





A On 12 December, the far-right leader Vladimir Zhirinovsky staged a march in the 

centre of Moscow attended by over 1,000 supporters. With a military band playing 
~ martial. Music and a carnival bear dancing alongside Zhirinovsky, it was sometimes 
hard to see which was the bigger animal. Zhirinovsky’s speech full of Mussolini-style 
invective did little to rouse his subdued, overwhelmingly young, supporters, 
: ins with little enthusiasm. Bellicose slogans referring to the 
ed. active opposition from about 30 anti-war protesters, but a 
lice arrived and arrested eight of them. 












varied. Zhirinovsky’s party — the Liberal 

Democratic Party of Russia — which generates 
more worry abroad than in Russia, took only 6%, half 
its 1995 vote, because of resentment of its constant 
compromises with Yeltsin. 

Zhirinovsky’s voters seemingly had little time for a 
man whose big talk only served to mask his support 
for Yeltsin at crucial moments. Zhirinovsky got his 
best results in Siberia and in those regions neglected 
by Moscow. 

Among the ultra-nationalist parties that failed to 
win the 5% necessary for election on the national list 
are some which will still be elected, thanks to their 
local strength. The Movement for the Defence of the 
Army obtained only 0.6% but two of its candidates 
will probably be elected on the basis of local votes. 

One of these candidates, a former member of the 
Communist Party of the Russian Federation, was 
threatening a military coup in Russia as recently as 7 
December with the sabre-rattling statement that “if 
the army is not allowed to bring order to the North 
Caucuses, it will bring order to Moscow”. The leading 
candidate on this list, the antisemitic General 
Makashoyv, was not elected because of irregularities. 

Other right-wing candidates fared equally badly. 
The Congress of Russian Communities, led by former 
general Lebed, won only one seat and scored a 
miserable 0.62%. The Russian Orthodox 
fundamentalist Spiritual Heritage also gained just 
one seat. 

Some key figures of the extreme nationalist right 
lost their seats in the new parliament. Sergei 
Babourine was beaten in Omsk and the popular 
journalist Alexander Nevzorov ran aground in St 
Petersburg. Dimitri Vassiliev, leader of the antisemitic 
party Pamyat, scored 1.1% in Moscow. 

The ultra-nationalist camp did not achieve the 
results it hoped for. Opposed by “mainstream” parties 
vying to be the most patriotic, the far right was 
rendered indistinguishable. This would be welcome, 
but for the fact that the poisons of nationalism, 
racism and militarism have now spread through the 
entire sick body politic of Russia. 

Scarcely a voice has been raised to condemn either 
Yeltsin or Putin for their murderous war in Chechnya 
and, for the moment, Putin is being painted as 
Russia’s saviour. At the very least, his stunning 
election victory has saved Yeltsin, enabling him to 
shuffle unsteadily off the political stage with less 
dignity than he has deserved. 

The pro-Kremlin election grouping known as Unity 
(or The Bear), led by the Emergencies Minister Sergei 
Shoigu, obtained almost 25% of the vote, slightly 
more than the Communist Party. Unity, which has 
existed for only three months, is basically a grouping 
of regional government chiefs and has little 
programme or ideology. It campaigned on vague 
promises to “destroy the bureaucratic system”, lower 
taxes and regulate the role of the state in the 
economy. 

Unity has no economic programme and an 
ideology which Sergei Markov of the Institute of 
Political Studies, labelled “a blend of pragmatism and 
authoritarianism’. Its candidates included several 
representatives of show business and the media, 
many of whom were linked to the ultra-liberal Free 
Generation organisation, which defends gay rights 
and argues for the legalisation of prostitution. 

Rendering further backdoor help to Putin, Unity 
benefited from blanket television coverage on the 
public television channels ORT and RTR, the only 
stations with national coverage. According the the 
European Media Institute, the ORT, in which one of 
Yeltsin’s closest allies owns a 51% stake, devoted 28% 
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of its news coverage to Unity, twice as much as was 
given to the opposition Fatherland-All Russia (FAR) 
party. The media coverage of Unity was favourable 
and that of the opposition systematically negative. 

The other winner in the elections was the Union of 
Rightist Forces, which took 8.7%. This party, which 
promotes economic liberalism, profited from the 
pro-Putin, pro-war wave and its leaflets openly 
proclaimed support for him. “Vladimir Putin is 
leading the war against the bandits to final victory. 
Our party supports this.” 

Other leaflets touted him as the ideal candidate of 
the young. The party’s two final election leaflets 
mentioned Putin’s name eight times in just 14 lines 
of text, describing him as “the man for young people, 
the educated and the energetic”. 

The campaign gave the premier an aura of youth 
and change. At the head of the Union of Rightist 
Forces’ candidates list was the sacked former Prime 
Minister Sergei Kirienko, 37, and to attract the female 
vote a woman was included among the top three. 

The party’s greatest achievement, perhaps, was to 
make people forget that its leaders are among those 
responsible for Russia’s catastrophic economic 
situation. Kirienko was premier during the massive 
financial crisis of August 1998. 

Anatoly Chubais, allegedly one of the brains of this 
party, was an avid promoter of the ultra liberal so- 
called “shock therapy”, which brought about asset- 
stripping privatisations and big reductions in living 
standards for the majority of Russians at the 
beginning of the 1990s. At that time the 500 biggest 
industrial enterprises in Russia were worth more 
than two hundred billion euros. When privatised, 
they were sold for a mere seven billion euros, 3.6% of 
their former value. 

Despite their record of incompetence, it is their 
liberal programme that assured them of support 
from young and middle-class Russians. Incredibly, 
the foreign role model for the Union of Rightist | 
Forces is the Chilean murderer and torturer General 
Augusto Pinochet. Pinochet’s mix of authoritarian 
state repression and economic ultra-liberalism is 
attractive in these circles and comparisons are now 
being made between Putin and the Chilean dictator. 

The big losers in the election were the FAR and the 
communists. The FAR, an alliance between Moscow 
mayor Yuri Luzhkov, a grouping of provincial 
governors and another sacked premier, Yevgeny 
Primakov, at one stage looked like posing an 
unstoppable threat to Yeltsin. In the event it polled a 
mere 13% of the vote. 

Even if the FAR finally takes at least 32 of the 225 
seats elected on the first-past-the-post system, the 
bloc risks implosion through arguments between 
those who want to be in opposition with the 
communists and its leaders who want to hold onto 
the privileges accorded them by the Kremlin. 

The Communist Party of the Russian Federation 
(KPREF) was able to improve its score slightly by 
winning 25% compared to 22.3% in 1995 but lost 
votes in numerous regions. Despite being the biggest 
single bloc in the Duma, it faces political isolation 
because its traditional peasant allies were practically 
wiped out in the vote. 

The two overtly Stalinist parties, Russian Workers 
for the Soviet Union and the Stalinist Bloc for the 
USSR, together gained less than 3% of the vote, 
compared with 6% four years ago. 

The pro-market liberals of Yabloko also figured | 
among the losers, seeing their parliamentary 
representation plummet from 45 seats to 22, the 
result of fierce competition from the Union of 
Rightist Forces and also, perhaps, of their lack of 
“patriotic ardour” for the war in Chechnya. 
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VEN INTELLECTUALS can sometimes manage a 

good word for the current Hungarian administra- 

tion. The novelist Péter Esterhazy, for example, 
praises the government because it gives him so much 
material for his satirical jousts. He is not alone: no 
Hungarian satirist could complain of a lack of material 
from this source. There would be even more cause for 
mirth if the fiddling with history in Hungary were not so 
serious and did not summon up gruesome spectres of 
the past. 

The venting of antisemitism and hostility to Roma 
people is no longer the preserve of the street corner 
gangs of Hungary’s diminishing bands of shaven headed 
louts. That the biggest skinheads are sitting right up 
there in the political establishment became glaringly 
apparent last summer when former foreign minister 
Géza Jeszenszky — currently the Hungarian ambassador 
in Washington - wrote a “private” letter on official head- 
ed notepaper accusing leading Hungarian journalists 
and the liberal media of “Goebbels methods’. 

The letter followed the revelation that the educated 
but maladroit diplomat had slandered Roma people as 
thieves and tricksters in the - probably accurate — belief 
that he was voicing aloud the silent thoughts of over half 
the Hungarian population. 

The great majority of Hungary’s 600,000 Roma live in 
the most uncomfortable of circumstances, frequently in 
overcrowded homes. Around 70% of Roma people are 
jobless and more than 80,000 of their children go to spe- 
cial schools for supposedly backward pupils. From the 
population at large they are increasingly the target for 
racially motivated insult and assault. 

Few of these incidents are ever reported in Hungary, 
let alone in the West. For example, in mid-November in 
the tiny town of Dabas, a gang of skinheads armed with 
baseball bats, iron bars and even swords invaded a 
Roma estate, leaving several people seriously injured. 
The only publication to report it was, ironically, the 

police magazine Zsari. 

The European Union has several times — most recent- 
ly on 6 January - expressed concern over the situation 
of Roma people in Hungary and demanded an 
immediate improvement in their conditions of life. The 
“concern” has less to do with humanitarian motives 
than with fear that ongoing harassment of and discrimi- 
nation against Roma people in eastern Europe will lead 
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to a heightened wave of migration to western Europe. 

While putting the Roma minority at a disadvantage 
within its own borders, the Hungarian government, of 
which the racist-oriented Small Farmers’ Party is part, 
agitates busily on behalf of Hungarian-speaking minori- 
ties in neighbouring countries, awakening legitimate 
fears that Hungary wants to scrap the treaty of Trianon, 
which laid down the region’s frontiers after the First 
World War. Such territorial demands can be heard fre- 
quently from the state-funded World League of 
Hungarians (WLH), whose chairman Sandor Csoori, a 
distinguished poet, has openly voiced the opinion that 
“liberal Hungarian Jewry wants to assimilate the 
Hungarians in thought and spirit”. 

Although Jews actually account for less than 1% of the 
Hungarian population, antisemitism has never been 
hindered by a lack of Jews and the WLH is able quite 
unashamedly to peddle Hungarian nazi literature, 
including a History of Ritual Murder, at the book stall in 
its headquarters. 

The same blood-libel propaganda was essential to 
preparation of the deportation of hundreds of thou- 
sands of Hungarian Jews to Nazi death camps in 1944, 
when Hungary was occupied by the troops of its ally 
Germany. Hungary’s Jews were, with the enthusiastic 
cooperation of the Royal Hungarian Gendarmerie, 
packed into cattle trucks destined for Auschwitz all in a 
matter of less than two months. 

In today’s Hungary, apparently, such a deed must be 
rewarded and so on 19 October last year a memorial 
plaque honouring these murderous thugs was unveiled 
by Zsolt Lanyi, president of the Defence Committee of 
the Hungarian parliament and a member of the Small 
Farmers’ Party, in the courtyard of the War History 
Museum in Budapest . 

If, 56 years after the breakthrough by the Red Army on 
the Don, it was possible to bring home the exhumed 
body of “an unknown soldier” of the fascist Hungarian 
army and rebury it with full military and religious hon- 
ours, how long will it be before we see the rehabilitation 
of former premier and war criminal Laszl6 Bardossy, 
who in 1941 introduced racist laws against Jews and 
dragged Hungary into the war against the Soviet Union? 

This necrophiliac “unknown soldier” ceremony was 
accompanied by a 12-gun salute and the peal of church 
bells throughout the country, while Prime Minister 
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Viktor Orban said mournfully of the corpse: “He has 
returned home with God's help”. Orban’s government 
enjoys the support of the right-wing extremist Party of 
Justice and Life, led by the serial antisemite Istvan 
Csurka, which has indeed called for Bardossy’s rehabili- 
tation. 

One of this party’s pet journalists, Istvan Lovas, was 
recently appointed as an adviser to Hungarian state tel- 
evision. The extreme right correctly interpreted this as a 
friendly signal because Lovas, who systematically rela- 
tivises the Holocaust, has accused a famous Jewish 
Auschwitz survivor of having “no love for the 
Hungarians” and of blaming the Hungarian gen- 
darmerie for the deportation of the Jews. 

Relativising, even denying, the Holocaust is no barrier 
to getting a good job in Hungary, as the case of Maria 
Schmidt amply demonstrates. Schmidt, who teaches at 
a Catholic university in Budapest, is an adviser to the 
Hungarian Prime Minister. In mid-November she gave a 
lecture in which she touted the argument that there had 
been “several Holocausts”. 

According to her the Jews have turned the Holocaust 
into their “own trademark’. She denies that the extermi- 
nation of the Jews had anything to do with war aims, 
claiming that Stalin’s purges in the Soviet Union were 
also “industrial murder”. 

This mood for rehabilitation of criminals pervades the 
political establishment. In the Education Ministry 


among the pictures of former Education Ministers on | 


display can be found that of Ferenc Rajniss, who held 
this post in Szalasi’s Arrow Cross fascist regime and was 
executed as a war criminal. 

What is lurking in the rooms of government ministries 


is also evident on the streets. The notorious forgery, The | 


Protocols of The Elders of Zion, was published in 
Hungarian for the first time last summer and is on open 
sale at bookstalls in Budapest. It is not yet sold in main- 
stream bookshops but the infamous Literature on the 
Jewish Question by yet another executed war criminal 
and book-shredding organiser, Mihaly Kolosvary- 
Borcsa, most certainly is. 

Many Jewish Hungarians have begun to feel the cold 
wind of fear, which is hardly surprising in the light of 
events surrounding a survey conducted by the Budapest 
University Institute for Sociology on behalf of the 
Association of Jewish Communities last autumn, aimed 
at determining how Jews in Hungary live and feel. 

When a Hungarian journalist speculated about what 
might happen if the data collected for the survey fell into 
the hands of Jew-baiters and active right-wing extrem- 
ists, she was given her answer by Andras Kovacs, the 
sociologist who led the survey, who declared that the 
best solution would be “if Jews not only disavowed 
themselves to others but even to other Jews”. 

Hungary’s chief rabbi, Josef Schweizer, has openly 
expressed his worries about growing antisemitism to the 
government, which has promised to appoint a represen- 
tative to “negotiate on this problem”. There has even 
been talk in the political establishment of a special 
“prime-ministerial department” to “improve Hungary's 
image” with a budget of 17 million euro. 

These moves to address Jewish and Roma anxieties fit 
a government which behaves as if it and the state had 
nothing to do with the flare-up of hate. When two self- 
confessed nazis desecrated a Jewish cemetery in 
Szombathely recently, they were merely charged with 
disturbing the memory of the dead. The idea that they 
had committed a race-hate crime was carefully sup- 
pressed. 

It must be said that the worsening state of affairs in 
Hungary is not the fault only of Orban’s government, but 
also of so-called liberals who persist in confusing 
Hungary with the USA and in confusing the expression 
of ideas and attitudes that have already once led to mass 
murder without parallel, with freedom of thought and 
opinion. 
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FRANCE 


Further fascist fragmentation 


from Jean-Marie Le Pen’s expulsion of Bruno 

Mégret a year ago, has definitively put an end to 
the extraordinary and unique situation, not only for 
France but in Europe generally, namely the gathering of 
almost an entire extreme right, long plagued by faction- 
al warfare, behind a single flag and a single leader. 

Numerous commentators have made much of this 
so-called unity of the FN, which was touted as a role 
model for fascists in other European countries. The 
facts speak otherwise. The rupture between the FN and 
Mégret’s Mouvement National Républicain (MNR) has 
re-fragmented the extreme right into its component 
parts, demonstrating that the various camps were only 
waiting, albeit for a very long time, to get the gloves off 
and settle accounts with their perennial factional ene- 
mies. 

This explains the schizophrenic behaviour of 
Mégret’s MNR, at the heart of which is a veritable rag- 
bag, consisting of those fascists who are most intent 
upon forming an alliance with parties of the tradi- 
tional right and, at the same time, young and rad- 
ical nationalist-revolutionaries who only con- 
firm that the FN’s tenuous achievement of /{- 
“unity” will not be so easily repeated. 

The MNR’s internal tensions have been high- 
lighted by the physical ejection of the student 
strong-arm mob of the Groupe Union Défense 
from the party-congress, the defection of party 
activists who have taken leave to join former 
Interior Minister Charles Pasqua’s Rassemblement 
pour la France (RPF), and the adoption by sea- 
soned fascist activists of positions opposed to 
Mégret’s strategy. 

Neither has the FN been able to escape an erup- 
tion of internal warfare. The Maréchal 
affair - in which Le Pen’s son-in-law 
appeared to question the party’s 
racist stance — started to rip 
the Le Pen faction apart a 
few months ago. 

Since then, the infighting 
has become even more 
embittered. Le Pen’s high pro- 
file token black, Stéphane 
Durbec, from the Antilles, 
left the FN in December in 
protest at the volcanic 
reaction of the party's 
Catholic fundamentalist 
fringe, led by the deeply 
antisemitic | Bernard 
‘Anthony, to Maréchal’s 
tactless suggestion 
that France might be 
a “multi-confession- 
al” country. 

Le Pen has made a 
big effort to gag the 
Catholic fundamental- 
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ists by divorcing the FN from their daily paper, Présent, 
accusing its editors of not being sufficiently explicit in 
their support for him during the split with Mégret and 
of having treated his deadly enemy far too gently. 

Durbec’s resignation shows not only that Le Pen’s 
onslaught against the Catholic fundamentalists has sig- 
nally failed, but also that the rot has set in so deeply that 
the chances are that some of them will follow some of 
Mégret’s fundamentalist supporters and decamp into 
the ranks of the RPK which has been making inroads 
among Catholic traditionalists. Anthony, who occupies 
a leading position in the FN is however unlikely to fol- 
low such a path. 

Despite its evident glee at the demise of the FN and 
the MNR, the RPF has its own problems. Pasqua wants 
to get rid of his own still relatively docile extreme-right 
fringe, but a war is raging between those who see the 
RPF as a robust right-wing party and their detractors 
who want to unite both left and right under the nation- 
alist banner of “French sovereignty”. 

On the whole, the French extreme right currently 
resembles a ghost, with ever-changing colours and 
shapes. Each faction is clinging on grimly to its own dis- 
torted view of the world without troubling itself about 
the other segments of the right. Global perspectives 
have been jettisoned. 

If this political introspection weakens the extreme 
right electorally, it opens up opportunities for the 
expression of its innermost tendencies. The resurgence 
of violence by younger elements in the fascist scene is 
an indication not merely of political deficiency but also 
of their leaders’ inability to exert control over them any 
longer. 

The various splits have, in fact, 
led to a radicalisation and anti- 
fascists must reckon with yet 
more radicalisation — both 
in policy and _ violent 
actions. That is the real 
outcome of the bitter 
hatred between the FN 
and MNR. 
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GERMANY 


New nazi hit-list surfaces 


i 


German nazis are distributing yet another death list, 
naming more than 150 supposed “racial enemies” 
including parliamentarians, journalists, Jewish commu- 
nities and individuals, parliamentarians, journalists, 
Jewish communities and individuals. 

The 20-page list, published under the name Wehrwolf, 
threatens a nazi counter-offensive of violence and terror 
against political opponents. “Those who are against us 
will have to reckon with appropriate counter measures,” 
it proclaims. The names are arranged under headings 
such as “parliamentarians”, “anti-racism bureaux”, 
“democratic propaganda broadcasters” and “Hebrews”. 

In the document, distributed since the beginning of 
December, the nazis bluntly set out their main objec- 
tives: “We want nothing more than to wave swastika 
flags, march in SA uniforms, raise our arms in the 
‘German greeting’ and express our opinion about Jews”. 

The publishers, Anti-Antifa Saarpfalz, known until the 
autumn as Anti-Antifa Kurpfalz, have clearly decided 
to follow the trail blazed by nazi terrorists such as 
William Pierce of the National Alliance in the USA and 
their murderous counterparts in Sweden. A section of 
the German nazi movement has apparently decided to 
swap the mass mobilisation politics of the 
Nationaldemokratische Partei Deutschlands (NPD) in 
favour of violence. 

Special attention is devoted to Jews. Two pages cata- 
logue the official addresses of Germany's Jewish com- 
munities, the editorial centre of the Allgemeine Jiidische 
Wochenzeitung, Jewish cultural centres nationwide, and 
even several restaurants and fast food outlets in Berlin. 
Giving the location of several memorials to the victims 
of Nazism, the nazis helpfully provide a Berlin city map 
to make their targets easier to find. 

That they have been doing their homework on current 
issues is evident because they publish the name, photo- 
graph and office address of the Munich lawyer Michael 
Witti, a senior legal representative of former slave 
labourers in their battle for compensation from leading 
German industrial and financial concerns. 

Journalists also figure on the death list, which pur- 
ports to prove the existence of a world Jewish conspira- 
cy by lumping together Karl Marx, Lenin, Rosa 
Luxemburg, Henry Kissinger, Monica Lewinsky, the 
actress Inge Meysel and TV sports commentator Marcel 
Reiff. 

As expected, anti-fascists are leading targets for terror. 
The Anti-fascist Press Archive in Berlin is named, as are 
the national contact addresses of Red Aid and 
Germany’s longest established anti-fascist organisation 
the VVN/BdA. 

The mainstream political parties also do not escape 
the nazis’ attention, including people who by no stretch 
of the imagination could be considered ever to have 
stuck their necks out against the nazis, such as the for- 
mer Defence Minister Volker Riihe, leading conservative 
MP: Dankwart Buwitt and leading liberal Giinther 
Rexrodt. For their “research”, the nazis have availed 
themselves of an out-of-date official parliamentary 
handbook published before the last general election. 

This is not the Anti-Antifa Saarpfalz’s first death list. 
Last September the group published a list of names and 
addresses of 40 Berlin parliamentarians, journalists and 
anti-fascist youth activists. 


Incredibly, the internal secret service in Berlin contin- 
ues to claim that it has no idea who is behind the lists. If 
it wants to find out, its officers could telephone their 
counterparts in Rheinland-Pfalz who have been aware 
of the identity of the culprits since autumn 1998. Around 
the same time, Blick nach Rechts, a publication close to 
the Social Democratic party, reported that nazis were 
offering to pay for photographs accompanied by the 
names and addresses of opponents. 

It is only because of press coverage that the death lists 
have finally been taken seriously by the Berlin justice 
and investigation authorities, which are investigating 
nazis from Berlin, Niedersachsen and Brandenburg for 
“training a criminal association’. 

Police raids in October on a dozen long-term fascist 
activists, including the leading Berlin nazi Oliver 
Schweigert, revealed similar death lists. The nazis’ plan 
then, it seems, was to post a list of about 60 names and 
addresses of judges, state prosecutors and other oppo- 
nents on the Internet. 

While the security authorities continue to repeat pub- 
licly that they do not expect violence to follow the publi- 
cation of such lists, those named on the lists are less con- 
vinced. Several SPD MPs on the list have criticised the 
authorities for not informing them and have demanded 
everyone named on such lists should be warned imme- 
diately by the police. 

They point to the attacks and killings that have taken 
place in Sweden and to the recent swoop on the homes 
of four nazis in G6ttingen, in which bomb making mate- 
rials were seized together with a solidarity declaration 
with the convicted murderer Kay Diesner. 

In the latest list - under the heading “martyrs of the 
White Aryan Resistance” — Diesner is celebrated as a 
political role model and glorified with the words: “Kay 
Diesner took up arms to defend the national socialist 
movement”. The contact address for the authors of this 
collection of information is a post box in The 
Netherlands administered by the notorious Dutch nazi 
Eite Homann. 


BELGIUM 


Hate mail 


he 


cop convicted 






A Brussels police officer charged with spreading racist 
propaganda in news groups on the Internet was given an 
unprecedented six-month suspended jail sentence on 
22 December. Wim Elbers, a member of the city’s foren- 
sics squad and a dedicated activist of the right-wing 
extremist Vlaams Blok, was also ordered to pay a £3,000 
fine, half of which will go to the government's anti-racist 
institute, led by Johan Leman. 

An attempt to prosecute Elbers for his activities two 
years ago failed, but the persistence of Leman’s institute 
led to Elbers’s prosecution last November, soon after 
reform of Belgium’s anti-racist laws. 

Elbers stayed away from court and has refused to face 
the press since November, describing the case as a 
“political trial” and contesting the court’s competence. 
He now faces serious disciplinary action by his police 
employers and could be sacked when he eventually 
resurfaces from an “indefinite period” of sick leave. 

While anti-fascists are demanding Elbers’s instant dis- 
missal — a measure proposed by the public prosecutor in 
November - the normally very vocal Vlaams Blok has so 
far failed to make a single public comment. 
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“1 am certainly willing to say that my assessment 
of the threat, as things have played out, was 
incorrect.” 

- Gary North 


AS CLOCKS strike midnight around the United 
States, families huddle together in underground 
bunkers preparing for the end of the world. In the 
northeast corner of Washington State, members of 
a white nationalist compound wait for the 
electricity to go out at the stroke of midnight, 
keeping their 20,000 rounds of ammo centrally 
located. The ammo is to protect the compound 
from black and Latino gangs given permission by 
the US government to kill anyone on sight and 
keep as a reward any property they confiscate. 

Around the United States on 31 December 1999, 
Aryan wannabes fantasise about the coming 
destruction of the United States at the hands of 
the anti-Christ/New World Order/Y2K Bug, but more 
importantly muse about their role in rebuilding a 
new America based on “Christian values”, which 
one can read as “no feminists, no gays or 
lesbians, no democracy and especially no uppity 
people of colour or Jews”. Miserably, for white 
nationalism, the fantasies were more entertaining, 
even to the general public, than the reality. By 7 
January 2000, when it became clear to those in 
the underground bunkers that the expected global 
disaster was nothing more than a few credit card 
mishaps and a US satellite malfunction, they 
began to ask themselves the age-old question: 
what if you threw an Armageddon and no one 
came? 

For some, such as the nationally syndicated 
radio talker Art Bell, it is simply a matter of 
ignoring it and telling his audience that they are 
now, at least, prepared for any potential natural 
disaster. For Y2K “expert” Gary North, a white 
Christian nationalist who has taught that the 
United States should abide strictly by the laws of 
the Old Testament, the fact that nothing happened 
is a sign of a potential conspiracy at work, 
seeking to give people a false sense of security 
before lowering the boom. Many so-called 


“experts” on the Y2K bug are now shouting from 
the mountaintops, or more correctly from 
underground bunkers, that the Y2K threat is still 
coming, and are naming dates ranging from 29 
February 2000 to September 2000. 

More disturbing than the families that spent 
US$20,000 (£12,300) upwards on survival gear are 
the white nationalists who continue to advance 
their desire for an Armageddon, not with bunkers 
but with bats, bullets, bombs and the ballot box. 
An unplanned bounty for organisations such as 
William Pierce’s National Alliance, Tom Metzger’s 
White Aryan Resistance and Matt Hale’s Church of 
the Creator, the millennium was not a time for 
building bunkers but an opportunity for building 
cadres. In the minds of Pierce, Metzger, Hale and 
their ilk Y2K preparedness meetings and 
conventions became simply a good place to stomp 
for new recruits and the like-minded. 

According to Associated Press, Benjamin 
Williams, 31, of Northern California, currently 
charged with the murder of a gay couple in 
California, confessed to arson attacks on three 
synagogues. Williams told the reporter that the 
idea for the arson attacks first came to him while 
attending an Y2K preparedness convention in 
Sacramento, California. He had attended in order 
to meet others who shared his white nationalist 
philosophy and, having made those contacts, 
committed the arsons to earn membership in the 
organisation. Williams chillingly admits that it was 
his success in the arsons that led him later to 
murder the gay couple. 

Although those who have promoted millennial 
studies believe otherwise, the hopes of the white 
nationalist leadership in the United States rest 
not on Y2K or Armageddon but rather on “race 
war” in the year 2050, predicted to be the time 
when no ethnic group will hold a numerical 
majority in the United States. The only question 
for white nationalists, as the clock struck 
midnight, was whether Middle American 
Nationalists would join them. It is this question 
that may cause more disruption to democracy and 
human rights in the United States than apocalyptic 
beliefs ever will. 
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20 years ago 


Birds of a 
feather flock to 
US Convention 


The international 
campaign to rewrite the 
history of Nazi Germany, 
in particular its policy of 
the mass extermination of 
the Jews, was taken a 
step further by the 
convening of a 
conference at Northrup 
University, Los Angeles, 
California. 

Hailed as the 
“Revisionist Convention”, 
it was organised by the 
Institute for Historical 


Review and restricted to 75 specially invited “guests” from a 
number of countries... The organisers claim to have invited all 


the leading “revisionist” historians. 


Great importance is being given to the convention by racist 
and the neo-nazi organisations since they know full well that 
for the National Socialist movement to make any real advance 
in a period that could be politically advantageous to them, 
because of the economic crisis, it is necessary to raise 
doubts about the concentration camps and the Holocaust, and 


in effect rewrite history. 
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Nad? 


YKOLA YAREMKO began his journey East in 

May 1950. It was a journey that was to take him 

six weeks, crossing from West Germany into 
Czechoslovakia, before heading north into Poland and 
then east into the Ukraine. As an émigré in the British- 
controlled sector of Germany, he felt it was an honour to 
continue his nation’s fight for freedom. Armed with an 
automatic Sten gun, two pistols, a cyanide capsule, two 
Minox miniature cameras and a quantity of money in 
Czech, Polish and American denominations, he was 
heading home to take pictures of Ukraine’s industrial 
capabilities for his political masters. Yaremko was oper- 
ating under the instructions of Kpayoviy 3v Yazok, (K3), 
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was taught photography and unarmed combat. 

Having passed his initial training, Yaremko was sent to 
a forest near Regensburg, where he joined 30 other OUN 
activists trained at other secret locations across 
Germany. He was now under the direction of Wolodymyr 
Kossak, a key member of the OUN secret service and a 
former officer in the Galician SS Division, which had 
surrendered to the British in Austria in 1944. From there, 
Yaremko was transferred to a farmhouse in the German 
town of Legar, where he received his final training in 
memory, military recognition and intelligence gather- 
ing, conducted by the British secret service (SIS). 

The deal between the Ukrainians and the British was 


“a 





A Ukrainian 
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Ukraine 
Copyright 
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Fighter 
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Wiener Library 


An anti-communist crusade 
British interest in Ukrainian affair 
1917 Bolshevik Revolution, when i 
and economic interests in the regi 
Seeking anti-Bolshevik allies, the 
ported the short-lived regimes of | 
and Simon Petliura, but were left 
Ukrainian leaders were men of no | 
own country and Petliura was littl 
and,” the Political Intelligence Dep 
ed to the Foreign Office. 

Until the late 1930s the British cl 
a buffer against the Soviet Unic 
Poland’s long-standing territorial 
Galicia, the eastern region of Polan 
Ukraine by most Ukrainians, tl 
Ukrainian politicians. While there v 
port for independence of the Soviet 
manifest itself in any real backing. 

While the Foreign Office kept the 
at arm's length, the SIS was less cc 
sensitivities. Wanting to make use 0 
ulent anti-Russian activities and c 
Union, the SIS made contact wit 
young leader of the OUN, through | 

The relationship was to be short- 
arrested for the murder of the Polis! 
1938. When he was released from 
year, it was to Nazi Germany that h 

British attitudes towards Ukr 
cooled during the war. The Ukrair 
with the Nazis and the peace pact v 
saw anti-Bolshevik prejudices pu 
porarily. 

By 1944 the SIS was already plan 
situation. Perhaps unsurprisingly f 
been formed to combat the Soviet 
munism as Britain's principle oppo 
established Section IX, the Soviet de 
head of which was Kim Philby. W 
view won support within the hig 
Ministry of Defence, it was at odds 
tious Foreign Office approach, whic 
gestion of actions that could jeopa 
with the Soviet Union. 

With the war not yet at an end a1 
dominant, it was no surprise that {1 
response to the first approaches | 
1944. Six couriers dispatched by Lel 
OUN activist and suspected war 
found refuge in New York with the I 
contact with a Special Operations | 
cer in Yugoslavia. Their pleas for We 
OUN’s guerrilla war against the Soy 
The British were keen to see the So 
the Germans and Ukrainian resista 
fighting Czech and Yugoslav par 


